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CHAPTER  XXVII. 

THE  WKSTEMT  CHITBCH   AT   THK   END  OF  THE  FOURTH   CENTURY. 

The  17th  of  January,  395,  the  rlay  on  whicli  Theodoaiiis  the  Gi-eat 
expired  at  Milan,  must  have  been  long  remembered  by  thoughtl'iil 
and  ohservant  minds  throughout  the  Bomiiu  ompire,  as  the  close 
of  a  period  which  on  the  whole  had  been  fruitful  in  public  peace, 
prosperity,  and  glory.  It  is  indeed  easy  to  imagine  the  feelings 
■with  which  such  minds  must  have  received  the  evil  tidings  of  the 
great  Emperor's  departure.  It  waa  not  only  the  imssing  away  of  a 
"  strong  man  "  and  a  noble  and  princely  spirit — noble  and  princely, 
in  spite  of  too  fi-equent  bursts  of  passion,  or  increasing  indolence, 
or  the  taste  for  the  bixury  and  extravagance  of  a  court — fttini  the 
highest  place  of  earthly  dignity  ;  it  was  viitually  the  passing  away, 
with  hiju,  of  the  empii'e's  unity,  sohdity,  and  true  greatness  ;  it 
was  the  awakening  of  the  gravest  anxieties  wherever  there  was 
capacity  to  appreciate  a  public  crisis,  to  estimate  appruaching 
perils,  and  to  discern  the  signs  of  a  realm's  weakness  or  decay. 
He  was  gone,  who  had  upheld  the  State  for  sixteen  years  from  the 
time  when  Gratian  selectetl  him,  the  exiled  son  of  a  disgniced  and 
condemned  father,  to  govern  the  Eiist  and  terminate  a  dangerous 
war;  and  he  had  left  the  sovereignty  di\ided  between  his  two  sons, 
aged  eighteen  and  eleven — Arcadius  to  reign  at  Constantinople,  and 
Honorius  to  preside  over  the  West. 

Courtly  lips  might  officially  salute  in  these  boys  the  undoubted 
Iteirs  of  their  father's  merits,  as  well  as  of  his  dignity :  even  Ambrose 
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might  profess,  in  a  solemn  discourse  forty  days  after  the  death  of 
TheodosinSj  that  he  recognised  the  parent  in  the  sons,  or  at  least 
that  it  was  a  "  duty  "  to  do  so  ;  and  he,  and  other  good  men  with 
him,  might  hope  that  something,  at  least,  of  their  late  sovereign's 
kindness  of  heart  and  religious  earnestness  might  he  reproduced 
in  princes  who,,  if  they  had  heen  occasionally  frightened  by  his 
moods  of  passion,  coiild  hardly  forget  that  they  had  responsibilities 
as  the  children  of  an  IQustrious  father,  and  who  had  been  entrusted 
by  him  to  the  tuition  of  the  saintlike  Arsenius.  Yet  they  had  pro- 
fited little  by  that  advantage.  The  story  that  the  elder  of  them, 
having  been  corrected  with  a  ferule,  carried  his  boyish  spite  so  far 
as  to  plot  against  his  tutor's  life,  is  likely  enough  to  be  an  inven- 
tion ;  but  it  is  certain  that  Arsenius  found  his  efforts  for  their  benefit 
defeated  by  their  own  incapacity,  aa  well  as  by  the  noxious  influences 
of  a  court.  Both,  in  short,  were  hopeless  subjects  for  so  awful  a 
chai^ge  as  the  care  of  an  empire ;  both  illustrated  the  strange  irony 
of  events  that  often  burdens  incompetent  natures  with  functions  that 
might  overtax  the  strong.  Both  princes  were  destined,  as  Gibbon 
says  in  a  famous  allusive  passage  about  the  French  and  Spanish 
Bourbons,  to  "  slumber  on  thrones  "  which  needed  signal  energy  in 
their  occupants. 

It  was  for  both  a  pathetic  "misfit."  But  the  younger, 
"bom  in  the  purple,"  was  the  more  "vacuous"  of  the  two; 
and  his  torpidity  of  mind  at  a  crisis  so  stormy  and  perilous  for 
the  West  was  nothing  less  than  tragical.  He  had  been  specially 
entrusted  to  the  care  of  the  great  Vandal  Stilicho,  who  had  married 
Serena,  the  cousin  of  the  young  Emperors,  and  who  united  several 
conspicuous  excellences — if  not  all  the  perfections  ascribed  to  him  by 
the  poet  Claudian — with  pre-eminent  military  renown  and  the  op- 
portunities of  a  commanding  position,  opportunities  which  some  may 
think  he  was  tempted  to  misuse  for  ends  of  his  own.  He  was  to 
serve  as  a  "  shield  "  to  both  the  brothers,  but,  as  stationed  in  the 
West,  he  had  of  course  a  peculiar  duty  towards  its  sovereign :  and 
the  interests  of  the  Eastern  and  Western  courts  were  so  far  ^m 
identical,  that  Dr.  Hodgkin  compares  the  empire  to  "a  house 
divided  against  itself." 

It  was  the  misfortune  of  the  "witless  young  man"  who 
reigned  at  Constantinople — "  short,  thin,  sallow,"  seldom  speaking, 
always  looking  as  if  he  were  half  asleep — to  fall  practically 
into  the  hands  of  a  very  different  minister,  of  one  who  had 
been  like  an  evil  genius  to  his  father,  and  who,  in  the  furious 


XXVII-]      The  Western  Church,  A.D.  395-400.  3 

invective  of  Stilicho's  partlsau  poet,  appears  so  wholly  black  that 
we  instinctively  find  ourselves  looking  for  traces  of  better  qualities 
suppressed  by  his  unscrupnlouB  animoaity.  Yet  if  Eufiniis  was 
not  quite  "  the  demon  of  the  piece/'  he  appears  to  have  been, 
as  Professor  Bury  puts  it.  '*  sufficiently  unprincipled,"  regardless 
of  justice  and  humanity,  insatinhly  avaricious,  and  more  than 
suspected  of  aspiring  to  actual  sovereignty.  His  stately  and 
imposing  person  mi;^ht  well  seem  more  prince-like  than  the 
inaiifnificant  figure  which  seemed,  Hy  its  apathetic  dulness,  to  con- 
tmilict  the  idea  sugfjested  by  the  purple  robe  and  jewelled  diadem 
and  gilded  chariot— except  for  the^e  splendid  appendages,  a  sort 
of  Merovinprian  parody  of  i-oyally,  contrasting  with  a  magnificent 
Miiyor  of  the  Palace.  Kutinus  was  indeed  defeated  in  his  attempt 
to  secure  the  Emperor's  hand  for  his  daughter ;  but  he  afterwards 
flew  at  higher  game  still.  He  seems,  in  fact,  to  have  fallen  into 
the  infatuation  which  "  insolent  strength,"  as  the  old  Greeks  said, 
was  apt  to  produce.  Alaric  threatened  Constantinople;  Stilicho, 
at  the  head  of  his  forces,  hut  after  delays  which  have  been  unfavour* 
ably  interpreted,  advanced  along  thi;^  eastern  side  of  the  Hadriatic 
to  the  rescue  of  one  of  his  imperial  wards ;  he  was  suddenly 
stopped  by  an  order,  signed  by  the  hand  of  Arcadius,  to  keep  the 
main  body  of  his  host  outside  the  Eastern  retilm,  and  to  send  on 
his  Eastern  troops  only  for  the  preservation  of  the  Eastern  capital. 
He  obeyed  in  both  particulars ;  but  Rufinus  had  not  reflected  on 
the  resentment  which  sucii  an  affront  to  their  general  would  excite 
in  soldiers  thus  called  to  his  master*s  aid.  They  arrived,  under 
the  leaderehip  of  a  Goth  named  Gainas,  in  a  ilangerons  mood  ;  yet 
Rnfinus  wonld  not  perceive  the  danger.  He  organized  a  giimd 
review  at  a  suburb  of  Constantinople,  and  is  said  to  have  prepared 
-\rcadiu5  to  dehver  a  speech  annoimcing  his  association  in  the 
sovereignty ;  but  before  it  could  be  delivered,  a  soldier  spi-ang 
forward,  and  8tabl>ed  the  intended  co-Emperor  to  the  heart,  with 
the  significant  exclamation,  "  It  is  Stilicho  that  strikes  thee '  " 
Was  it  so,  indeed?  Most  probably  Stilicho  had  given  no  such 
orders :  but  he  could  not  be  ignorant  of  the  natiiral  working  of  Ida 
soldiers'  minds,  and  he  could  not  be  expected  to  deplore  the 
removal  of  a  rival  whom  he  naturally  abhorred.  The  exultation 
with  which  Claudian  describes  the  brutal  mangling  of  the  corpse 
makes  one  glad  that  he  was  not  a  Christian. 

The  new  reign  in  the  East  was  iuaugnrated  by  new  laws  against 
heretics,  who  were  forbidden  to  hold  meetings  even  in  private,  or 
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to  organize  any  miniatiy,  and  were  disqualitied  from  filling  any  post 
under  tlie  government.     As  for  the  internal  ati*ength  of  the  Ghui'ch, 
so  far  as  it  resided  in  her  more  tlistinguished  bishops,  her  members 
could  still  look  up  to  iVmbrose  at  ililan  as  the  representative 
prelate  of  the  time ;  to  Su-icius  at  Rome ;  to  the  energetic,  though 
far  from  saintly,  Alexandrian  Theophilus  \  to  the  venerated  Flavian, 
who  now,  at  Antioch,  held  tlie  opiBcopnto  without  any  one  to  dis- 
pute his  claim,  but  was  not  yet  recognised  by  Home  or  the  West 
in  general.     Gregoiy  of  Xyssa  was  perhaps  aHs'e,  but  his  career  as 
a  public  man  was  ended     John  of  Jerusalem  wa.s  in  full  vigour, 
and  a  few  years  had  passed  since  the  quarrel  between  him  and 
Epiphanius,  who,  old  fis  he  was,  retained,  and  waa  destined  again 
to  display,  his  controversial  vehemence  and  obstinacy.     Martin 
was   fltill   at   work   in    Giinl,    althouf^h    he  seems   to   have   been 
approaching  his  eightieth  year,     Valerius  of  Hippo   Regius,  and 
Aurelius  of  Carthage,  were  among  the  most  eminent  prelates  of 
the  Church  in  Africa :  among  those  of  Italy,  beside  Siricius  and 
Ambrose,  Gaudentius  of  Brescia,  famous  as  a  preacher,  deserves 
notice.      The  two  moat  gifted   presbyters   of  Christendom   were 
undoubtedly  Jerome  and  Augustiue ;  but  Italy  was  Just  welcoming 
or  wondering  at  the  arrival  from  Spain  of  t!ie   uewly  ordained 
Paulinus,  who,  some  thi-ee  years  before,  had  lieen  one  of  the  most 
brilltaut  and  admired  members  of  the  Eoiiian  nobility  in  southern 
Gaul,  and  had  now  i-esolved  to  settle  at  Nola  in  Campania,  where 
his  devotion  to  the  local  saint  Felix  was  to  give  an  injurious 
impetus  to  a  growing  per\'ersion  of  Christian  piety.     There  was  no 
gi-eat  danger  to  bo  expected  from  Christians  in  separation  from  the 
Church :  the  sects  were  weakened  by  penal  lawH,  and  distracted  by 
internal  quarrels ;  especially  were  the  Donatists  of  Africa  divided 
among  themselves  by  the  feud  between  the  Primianists  and  the 
Maximianists.  the  former  of  whom  were  preparing,  by  aid  of  the 
civil  power  at  Carthage,  to  persecute  the  latter.     In  this  feud,  as 
the  Catholics  were  never  weary  of  observing,  might  l>e  seen  a 
reproduction   of  the  old  and   long-continued  strife  between  the 
whole  Donatist  body  and  the  Church  ;  for  as  the  original  Donatists 
had  broken  with  the  Church,  the   Maximianists   broke,   in   like 
manner,  with  the  Donatists  who  adhered  to  Primian. 

It  is  to  Africa  that  we  must  look  for  the  first  event  of  ecclesi- 
astical importance  after  the  accession  of  Uonorius  to  Western 
sovereignty.  Our  scene  is  laid  at  Hippo  Eegius,  or  King  s  Harbour, 
"  a  maritime  colony,"  as  Gibbon  describes  it,  "  some  two  hundred 
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miles  west  of  Carthage ;  "  formerly  a  seat  of  Niimidian  kings,  and 
now  boasting  the  title  of  a  Boman   city.     Its  remains,  which 
include  the  ruins  of  an  aqueduct  and   of  some   massively  built 
halls,  have  been  found  on  au  olive-crowned  hill  to  the  west  of 
Bona,  which  represents  its  ancient  port.     It  had  been  an  episcopal 
city  froui  tlie  days  of  St.   C'yprian,  under  whose  i)residenc-y  its 
bishop,  Tlieogenes,  had  sat  in  a  council  of  Caithiige  in  256>  and  had 
joined  in  the  syuodical  declaratiou  against  the  validity  of  heretical 
baptism.     Its  Christum  inhabitants  were  excitable,  irritable,  aud 
easily  depressed,  but  kind-liearted  and  often  generous  in  alras- 
givinn; ;    sometimes  unfortunately  impi-essible  when  false  teachers 
appeaned  in  their  midst,  sometimes  too  ready  to  adopt  suiTivals 
of  ancient  pagan  observance.     Here,  fis  in  many  African  towns. 
Donatism  was  not  only  a  rival  of  the  Church,  but  surpassed  her  in 
numerical  force ;  but  the  Donatrst  bishop,  rroculeianua,  was  much 
respected  as  a  courteous  gentleman,  and  Hippo  was  at  least  spared 
the  scandal  of  such  a  sectarian  chief  pastor  as  too  often  disgraced 
the  Donatist  name.     To  Hippo  Augustine  bad  come,  four  years 
before  the  death  of  Theodosius,  at  the  invitation  of  a  resident,  one 
of  the  imperial  *'  agents  "  or  messengers,  who  wished  to  consult  him 
on  spiritual  matters.     No  one  could  have  foreseen  that  so  appa- 
rently incidental  a  visit  was  the  inauguiution  of  so  great  a  life-work, 
the  opening  of  such  an  "  effectual  door."    Once  at  Hippo,  he  was 
oonstrained  to  receive  the  priesthood  ;  and  Valerius,  the  old  bishop, 
8©t  him  to  work  as  a  preacher — an  employment  of  a  presbyter 
contrary  to  African  usage,  though  frequent  enough  in  the  East. 
His  own  estimate  of  the  ministry  at  this  time  is  well  worth  re- 
membering.    "  Nothing  easier  or  pleasanter,  from  a  human  point 
of  view,  in  frod's  sight  nothin;^  more  wretched  and  damnable,  than 
a  perfunctory  discharge  of  the  office  of  bishop,  presbyter,  or  deacon  ; 
nothing,  especially  now,  more  tlifficuit  aud  ptriloua,  but  in  God's 
sight  nothing  more  blessed,  than  such  a  discharge  of  it  as  our 
divine  Commander  enjoins."   Augustine's  sermons  became  famous ; 
and  thus,  when  the  Council  of  Hippo  met  in  393,  he  was  desired 
to  address  the  episcopal  assembly  in  the  busilica  of  Peace,  and 
delivered  an  exposition  of  the  ci'eed.     Other  work  came  into  his 
hands  :  he  held  a  discussion  with  a  Manichean  named  Fortunatus, 
who  was  silenced,  but  i*einained  unconvinced;  a  very  interesting 
aeatiso  followed  on  the  "Utility  of   Believing,"  as  against  the 
Manicliean  disiiui-agementof  faith,  a  quidity  which  Augustine  takes 
care  to  distinguish  from  credulity,  and  to  commend  in  its  moi-al 
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bearings ;  another,  on  "  Falsehood,"  enforced  the  supreme  obligation 
of  veracity,  as  against  the  dissimulation  prevalent  among  the  Pris- 
cillianists.  But  the  moat  urgent  of  questions  at  that  time  was  the 
twofold  debate — partly  on  a  matter  of  fact,  partly  on  a  broad  issue 
of  principle — forced  on  the  Church  by  her  Donatist  adversaries ; 
and  Augustine's  first  contribution  to  it  was  the  very  curious 
"  Psalm,"  or  ballad,  ad^lreased  to  **  all  who  rejoice  in  peace  "  and  are 
now  called  upon  to  "judge  truly,"  in  wluch  he  strove  to  popularise 
the  Catholic  line  of  argument,  anil  to  provide  the  average  layman 
with  a  defence,  both  as  to  questions  uf  fact  and  of  principle,  against 
the  persistent  assumptions  and  misrepresentations  of  sectarianism. 
And  while  thus  employed^  he  wna  living  in  a  house  with  a  garden, 
close  to  thb  CatheJnd  of  Hippo,  u-^  th«  head  of  a  religious  com- 
munity, which  in  time  supplied  sumo  ten  churches  with  bishops 
from  among  its  meral>ers  and  disaeminated  the  spii'it  of  monastic 
devotion  throughout  the  African  Church. 

In  the  spring  of  this  year  395  he  made  a  regular  onslaughc  on 
an  abuse  which  he  had  lamented  three  years  earlier  in  a  letter  to 
the  bishop  of  Carthage,  and  to  which  he  luid  made  a  pointed  allusion 
in  a  sermon  preached  dm*ing  the  preceding  winter — the  unseemly 
revelries  held  within  churches  on  saints'  days,  and  popularly,  and, 
as  Augustine  intimates,  euphemistically,  known  as  "  Leetitite." 
These  were  feastiugs  which  too  closely  i-esembled  those  that  wei-e 
customary  in  days  of  paganism,  and  which  the  ^Vfrican  Chm-ch 
autliorities  had  thought  it  best  to  tolerate,  \vith  a  transfer  of  associa- 
tions wluch  might,  it  was  hoped,  in  some  sort  neutralise  their  evil ; 
although  in  almost  all  transmarine  churches  they  had  been  sup- 
pressed. Augustine's  own  saintly  mother  had  beeu  accustomed, 
until  better  instructed  at  Milan,  to  bring  a  basket  of  cakes  and 
a  cup  of  wine  to  churches,  and  eat  and  diink  in  memory  of  the 
Saints — to  join,  in  fact,  in  a  form  of  the  old  Agapte.  Her  son's 
spirit  was  stirred  by  indignant  grief  wheu  he  saw,  time  after 
time,  *'  the  whole  space  of  a  large  basilica  "  filled  by  groups  of 
Church-people,  not  even  content  with  such  a  moderate  repast, 
but  indulging  themselves  to  excess  and  intoxication.  He  remon- 
strated, first  on  a  Wednesday,  by  way  of  comment  on  the  text 
"  Give  not  that  which  is  holy  to  the  dogs ;  "  then,  on  a  solemn 
day  when  a  fuller  congregation  assembled  at  sermon-time,  he 
applie<l  to  the  same  purpose  other  portions  both  of  the  Old 
and  New  Testament,  and  made  a  moving  appeal  to  them  *'  by 
Christ's  humiliation,  by  the  blows  and  spitting,  by  the  thorny 
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crown,  the  Cross,  the  Blood,"  and  by  their  love  for  their  old 
bishop  who  had  set  hira  to  preach  the  word  of  Unith  to  them, 
with  a  solemn  warning  of  divine  punishment  if  they  disregarded 
what  he  had  read.  This  was  probably  one  of  the  earliest  occasions 
on  which  the  people  of  Hippo  became  really  aware  of  his  mor.il 
energy  and  his  ability  as  a  preacher :  they  wept,  aud  this  token  of 
a  better  mind  drew  tears  from  Augustine ;  he  hoped  that  he  had 
brought  them  roimd.  The  next  day,  May  4,  was  the  feast  of  St. 
Leondus»  a  former  bishop  of  Hippo,  when  one  of  these  *'  Rejoicings  '* 
would  ordinarily  be  held.  At  daybreak  he  learned  that  some 
persons  were  discontentedly  asking  "  why  an  old  usage  was  now  pro- 
hibited ;  whether  it  could  be  said  that  those  who  formerly  sanctioned 
the  rejoicings  were  not  Christians  ?  "  Augustine  was  prepared,  if 
Booesaaij,  to  read  out  in  church  the  words  of  Ezekiel  about  the 
watchman  who  fulfils  liisduty  by  giving  warning, and  then,  if  Ihey 
were  still  obstinate,  to  "  shake  his  garments  "  and  depart.  But 
before  service-time  the  objectors  gave  him  the  opportunity  of 
privately  and  gently  urging  on  them  his  view  *.)f  the  case,  and 
he  thus  soon  brought  them  to  a  better  mind.  He  then  went 
into  church,  and  told  tho  people  briefly  that  what  Ivid  with 
good  intention  been  tolerated  among  new  converts  was  not  to  be 
tolerated  among  theii*  fully  Christianized  posterity.  "There  was  a 
reason  for  conceding  it  at  the  time,  and  for  the  time;  that  reason, 
the  expediency  of  being  indulgent  to  weakness,  cannot  be  plejided 
now.  Look,"  he  proceeded,  "  to  foreign  churches :  the  custom 
either  never  prevailetl  abroad,  or,  where  it  <lid,  gooti  prelates  and 
an  obedient  people  have  concurred  in  uprooting  it.  If  the  basilica 
of  St.  Peter  at  Rome  be  cited  as  a  scene  of  such  revels,  I  answer 
— I  have  hoard  that  they  have  often  been  fori ddden  there :  besides, 
the  bishop  of  Rome  lives  at  a  distance  from  that  basilica  "  (i.e.  at 
the  Lateran,  on  the  opposite  aide  of  the  city),  "and  it  is  (liEBcult, 
or  impossible,  entirely  to  restrain  tbe  unruliness  of  all  the  nominal 
Christians  who  inhabit  or  visit  so  great  a  city.  But  I  would  have 
you  think  lass  of  Peter's  church,  and  more  of  Peter's  Epistle ; " 
and  then,  taking  up  a  copy  of  it,  he  read  1  Pet.  iv.  1-3.  He  saw 
tbe  effect  already  produced,  and  at  once  added,  "  Come  hither  at 
Doon.  for  Scripture  readings  and  psalmody."  Immediately  after 
midday  the  church  was  filled.  Before  bishop  Valerius  aud  the 
cleigy  entered,  lessons  and  psalms  were  recited  alternately  by 
the  congregation  ;  when  they  entered,  two  psalms  followed,  and 
Valerius  compelled  Augustine  to  make  another  address.    Although 
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he  had  hoped  that  the  day's  task  was  over,  he  complied.  Then  the 
evening  service,  which,  says  he,  "  is  wont  to  Ikj  said  daily,"  was 
duly  performed  ;  the  bishop  and  priests  retired^  but  "  the  brethren  " 
sang  a  hymu  in  church,  and  a  number  of  worshippers,  men  and 
women,  remained  there,  singing  psalms,  until  sunset. 

So  ended  these  anxious  days.  It  is  worth;  while  to  have  seen 
in  some  detail  how  Augustine  risked  liis  popularity,  and  strained 
liis  influence,  in  the  cause  of  Christian  strictness  and  reverence  ; 
how  decisively  he  contendeil  iliat  an  indulgence,  or,  as  it  might 
be  called,  an  economy — such  as  Gregory  of  Neocaesorea  had  thought 
exi>edient  for*  proselytes  ln)ni  ht^iillienism,  such  aa  his  own  name- 
sake of  Canterbury  was  advised  long  afterwards  by  a  greater 
Gregory  to  practise  in  the  English  misaion-lield — must,  as  both 
those  Gregories  intimated,  be  regarded  as  essentially  temporary, 
and  be  winuelleil  when  a  population  was  fairly  won  to  the  faith. 
When  we  hear  the  fathei*s  broadly  accused  of  allowing  their 
people's  Christianity  to  i>e  paganised,  by  way  of  bribing  them  into 
Cliristian  gftiwl  behavitiur,  we  sballdu  well  to  think  of  the  "  Lffititiai" 
of  Hippo  and  the  greatest  father  of  the  Latin-speaking  Church. 

Such  a  man  coidd  not  be  allowed  to  remain  a  simple  presbyter. 
The  aged  Valerius,  who  reganled  him  as  a  special  gift  to  his  old 
age,  was  afraid  that  some  other  church  would  demand  him  as  its 
bishop.  He  hiid  once,  indeed,  under  this  apprehension — which  in 
that  Ciise  was  well  founded — caused  Augustine  to  go  actually  into 
hiding.  He  hoped  to  secure  him  as  his  own  successor;  but  he 
jn-esently  conceived  the  notion  of  obtaining  Ids  help  at  once  as 
coadjutor.  The  bishop  of  i.Virthage  was  apjjhed  to,  and  wTote  a 
favourable  reply ;  he  hatl  for  some  time  been  on  terms  of  affectionate 
intimacy  with  Augtistine.  Valerius  then  invited  his  own  Numidian 
"  primate,"  Megalius,  to  come  to  Hipjuj,  when  the  projected  conse- 
cration was  solemnly  resolve<l  upon  in  a  large  assembly  of  bishops, 
clergy,  and  people.  Megalius,  who  perhaps  was  in  his  dotage,  at 
first  objected  on  the  ground  of  a  calumnious  story,  equally  odious 
and  ludicrous,  wlach  some  enemy  of  Augustine  had  set  on  foot.  The 
other  prelates  demanded  proof  of  it ;  Megalius  then  asked  pardon, 
and  made  no  further  diffic\dty.  But  Augustine  himself  scrupled 
about  being  made  bishop  while  t!ie  actual  bishop  of  the  see  was 
living.  "  It  is  against  Chureh  usage."  "  No,"  he  was  answered,  '*  it 
is  common  enough,  l»oth  in  Africji  an<l  abroad,"  Thus  overborne, 
Augustine  yielded,  and  was  consecnited  shortly  before  the  Christmas 
of  395.     It  was  aftei-wards  that  he  learaetl  how  his  scruples  were 
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in  accordance  witb  tlie  strict  letter  of  the  eighth  Nicene  canon, 
which  appeared  to  be  distinct  against  the  co-existence  of  "  two 
bishops  in  one  city ; "  but,  in  fact,  this  nile — expressed  in  St. 
Cyprian's  days  by  the  formula,  "  One  bishop  in  a  Catholic  church  ** 
(i.e.  in  eech  single  diocese  belonging  to  the  Cnthulic  unity),  and  on 
a  memorable  occasion  after  the  Niceue  Council  clamorously  pro- 
claimed by  the  Roman  Chui*ch-[x;ople  ^v^tb  tho  cry  of  "  tme  God, 
one  Christ,  one  bishop." — was  never,  as  a  matter  tif  history,  taken 
to  exclude  the  ca^e  now  to  be  provided  for  at  Hippo.  Augustine 
was  not,  while  Valerius  lived,  to  be  bishop  of  Hippo,  but  Uy  he  for 
Valerius  only  what  Alexander  bad  been  fur  Narcissus  at  Jerusalem, 
Anatolins  fur  Theotecnus  of  Ctesarea,  and,  to  come  nearer  to  his 
own  time  and  Ids  own  churchy  what  Seuecio  hod  become  for  a 
bishop  named  Bassus,  under  the  sanction  of  the  Council  of  Capua. 
Yet  as  late  as  420  he  legarded  the  arrangement  as  irregidar,  and 
said  that  he  would  not  have  it  rejKjated  in  regard  t*-*  his  intended 
suoceasor  Heraclius. 

Thus  began  Augustine's  episcopate,  or,  as  he  habitually  re- 
garded it,  his  bearing  of  "  the  burden,"  which  he  di<I  not  lay  down, 
as  it  proved,  untQ  the  great  surge  of  Vandal  invasion  swept  in  its 
deaolating  fury  over  his  national  Church.  But  thirty-five  years  of 
toQ  and  glory  lay  between  the  day  when  the  Gospel-book  was 
held  over  his  shoulders  as  he  knelt  before  Megalius,  and  that 
Md  August  when,  as  he  fixed  bis  d}^ng  eyes  on  sheets  inscribeil 
with  the  penitential  psalms,  his  last  moments  were  disturbed  by 
tidingB  of  general  terror  and  daily-expected  ruin.  Yet,  could  he 
have  foreseen,  in  395,  all  the  stress  and  harass  of  ceaseless  cou- 
iroversies,  the  series  of  inevitable  wearisome  anxieties,  and,  at  the 
close  of  all,  the  fatal  siege  of  Hippo  in  430,  he  would  doubtless 
have  gone  to  his  work  with  as  brave  a  spirit,  with  as  manful  a 
loyalty  to  the  "  sweet  will  of  God,"  as  when,  content  to  be  led  on 
*tin  by  the  Hand  that  had  already  brought  him  to  his  souFs  true 
home  out  of  many  wandeiings,  he  betook  himsell*  to  episcopal  duties 
and  laid  out  his  plan  of  episcopal  life.  He  was  forty-one  years 
old :  his  health  was  not  good,  but  he  carefidly  excluded  everything 
like  luxury  from  his  personal  habits ;  his  table,  says  PossidiuSj 
his  biographer,  was  fnigal ;  he  mostly  lived  on  vegetables,  but 
had  meat  served  for  guests  or  in  case  of  sickness — and  there  was 
always  wine.  Possidius  tells  us  that  his  spoons  were  silver,  but 
ihe  other  furniture  of  his  table  was  of  wood,  or  earthenware,  or 
marble.     He  never  allowed  any  unkindly  gossip  or  **  detraction ;  '* 
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and  on  the  table  itself  were  engraved  two  verses  of  warning  on 
this  point.  No  woman,  not  even  his  own  widowed  sisUir,  who 
lived  many  years  as  superior  of  a  body  of  devoted  women,  was 
]>Bniutted  to  make  any  stay  under  his  roof.  Aa  he  had  formed  a 
"monastery  "  in  the  house  where  he  dwelt  before  his  consecration, 
so  he  now  instituted  in  hLs  episcopal  abode  a  community  of  clerics, 
as  the  nearest  approach  to  monastic  life  which  was  consistent  with 
the  episcopal  duty  of  hospitality.  All  his  clerics  lived  in  common 
after  the  pattern  of  the  eavlie-st  Christians  at  Jerusalem ;  "  no  one 
was  allowed  to  have  anything  of  his  own."  He  himself,  as  he 
expresses  it,  had  "despised  his  little  paternal  estate."  "  If,"  he 
once  said,  "  any  do  keep  something  of  their  own,  they  break  the 
rule/'  With  characteristic  generosity  ho  forbore  to  inquire  into 
this  matter :  "  I  have  a  good  opinion  of  my  brethren  ;  1  know  tlmt 
all  who  live  with  me  know  our  principle  and  the  law  of  our  life." 
All  swearing  wa^  forbidden  ;  an  oiith  was  punished  by  forfeiture  of 
one  of  the  draughts  of  wine  which  were  allowed  by  the  rule  of  the 
liotise  to  every  inmate.  "  All  breaches  of  discipline,"  wc  are  told. 
"  he  used  to  reprove,  and  bore  with  them  as  long  as  >vas  right ; " 
and  he  was  specially  emphatic  against  false  exciLses,  and  against 
neglect  of  the  divine  precept  in  Matt.  v.  2-i,  His  occupations 
were  such  as  never  to  leave  him,  in  his  own  phrase,  more  than  "  a 
few  drops  of  leisure ;  "  he  must  often  have  remembered  how,  when 
he  was  at  Milan,  Ambrose  had  but  little  spare  time  and  could  seldom 
sit  long  over  his  studies.  For  one  thing,  when  he  Ixicame  actual 
bishop  of  Hii)po  ufter  Valerius's  death,  the  administnitiou  of  the 
estates  of  his  church — twenty  times  lai^er  than  Ids  own  inherited 
property — was  very  onerous  to  hitn;  he  would  ghully  have  been 
quit  of  it,  if  duty  had  allowe<.l ;  and  his  sensitiveness  as  to  any 
possible  scandal,  such  as  had  arisen  amid  the  Roman  clergy  in  the 
reign  of  Valentinian  I,,  made  him  very  careful  as  to  receiving 
bequests  for  the  Church.  Sometimes  he  absolutely  refused  boqnests 
of  land,  made  in  prejudice  of  the  natural  heirs  of  the  testator :  "  it 
would  not  be  just  or  fair  to  take  for  the  Cliurch  what  should  go  to 
the  fanuly."  He  preferred  legacies  to  bequests  of  a  whole  in- 
heritance, and  was  earnest  against  anything  like  urgency  for  such 
legacies.  He  never  would  buy  any  property  ;  and,  withal,  he  was 
"  forward  "  to  supply  the  wants  of  the  poor,  as  far  as  the  means  at 
hand  would  reach,  and  induced  his  people  every  winter  to  provide 
them  with  clothing. 

It   woa    then    regarded    as   one  of  a    bishop's    functions   to 
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represent  the  merciful  spirit  of  Cliristiamty  by  interceding  with 
magistrates  ou  behalf  of  criminals.  Ambrose  "  often "  did  so, 
although  he  forbade  all  diaonlerlinesa  or  insolence  in  tho  use 
of  this  privilege ;  and  Martin,  as  is  well  kuowu,  interfered  in 
the  case  of  the  Priscillianists :  but,  says  Bingham,  "  we  are  not  to 
imagine  that  bishops  tinned  patmns  for  criminals  to  the  obstruc- 
tion of  public  justice ;  "  thoy  only  pleaded  against  extreme  penalties 
when  the  case  had  extenuating  circumstances,  or  when  mercy 
would  clearly  tend  to  public  good  or  to  the  salvation  of  the 
oflender  3  soul.  But  although  ecclesiastics  might  not  be  the  best 
judges  of  such  "  circumstances,"  or  of  the  bearing  of  a  case  on  the 
interests  of  society,  our  opinion  as  to  the  practice  mast  not  be 
oraspective  of  the  extreme  severity  and  cruelty  which  Eoman 
hard-heartcdness  had  long  associated  with  the  administration  of 
Boman  law:  time  had  not  yet  been  given  for  the  leaven  of  the 
gospel  to  work  a  change  of  any  great  magnitndo  in  tliis  respect. 
Thus  the  privilege  of  Intercession,  like  that  of  *'  Asylum."  however 
out  of  place  and  prolific  in  abuses  undur  any  well-ordered  state 
such  as  modern  civilisation  has  produced^  was  often  a  healthy 
corrective  of  the  haste  ami  pitilessness  of  so-called  justice  ;  it  gave 
time  for  reflection,  and  probably  saved  many  an  innocent  life. 
Sometimes,  indeed,  the  people  were  more  urgent  that  the  tiishop 
should  intercede  for  a  suffei'er,  even  at  any  sacrifice  of  his  regular 
duties,  than  befitted  Christian  men ;  and  Augustine  would  plainly 
tell  them  so.  When  he  consented  to  intercede,  he  did  it  with  such 
dignity  and  modesty  that  although  occasionally  he,  like  other 
prelate*?,  was  subjected  to  much  humiliation,  kept  waiting  at  the 
magistrate's  door,  or  even  diamissed  with  a  rebufi',  yet  generally  he 
commanded  the  admiring  respect  of  those  to  whom  ho  appealed. 

Another  weighty  business  was  the  arbitration  between  Christians 
who  were  at  variance,  and  who,  by  bringing  the  case  before  their 
bishop,  considered  themselves  to  be  following  the  advice  of  St. 
Paul  (1  Cor.  vi.  5).  Augustine  quite  agreed  with  them  on  this  point : 
he  also  knew  that  such  episcopal  decisions  were  i-espected  by 
imperial  laws,  and  he  treated  such  cases,  when  submitted  to  him, 
with  conscientious  attention,  sometimes  listening  during  the  whole 
day  to  the  disputants  without  going  to  his  usual  nieah  He  made 
thb  work  an  opportunity  for  enforcing  Christian  principle — aiming 
throughout,  says  Possidius,  at  the  promotion  of  Christian  virtue. 
But  he  regarded  the  time  thus  spent  as  so  much  taken  away,  by 
II  "  compulsory  service/'  from  better  tilings :  his  prayers,  he  wrote 
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in  the  early  part  of  his  episcopate,  were  "  marred  by  the  mist  and 
noise  of  seculai*  business,  which  hardly  gave  him  time  to  breathe/* 
and  by  the  impatience  of  "  turbulent "  litigants  who  iu  the  end 
"  despised  decisions  "  which  disappointed  them  ;  and  we  find  him 
in  a  I^enten  sermon  entreating  to  l}e  allowed,  at  that  sacred  time, 
to  act  not  03  a  judge  between  litigants,  but  as  a  reconciler  to 
prevent  litigation. 

It  was  with  all  Ids  soul  that  he  threw  himself,  as  bishop,  into 
his  own  congenial  work  of  preaching,  not  only  at  Hippo  or  in 
its  district,  but  wherever  he  was  invited,  "being  ready,"  says 
Possidius,  "  always  to  render  to  inquirers  a  reason  conceniing 
the  faith  and  hope  which  is  towards  God."  At  Hip[K>  he 
usually  pi*eached  from  his  throne,  and  sometimes,  says  Bingham, 
used  "  the  extempore  way."  Much  as  ho  evidently  enjoyed  this 
work,  he  was  deeply  conscious  of  its  difficulty  and  of  its  responsi- 
bility; in  the  fourth  book  of  his  " Christian  Doctrine"  he  gives 
rules  for  it^  performance.  It  was  safer,  he  would  say,  to  hear 
than  to  preach ;  "  He  knows  with  what  shrinking  1  speak  to  you 
in  His  presence."  He  was  frequently  interrupted  by  applause 
which  made  him,  as  he  said,  tremble,  and  ask  rather  that  they 
would  strive  to  profit ;  he  knew,  too,  that,  especially  on  great 
festivals,  some  wore  present  who  did  not  really  care  for  instruc- 
tion. He  took  pains  to  make  his  teaching  pmctical  by  varying  its 
topics — sometimes  expounding  the  lesson  for  the  day ;  sometimes 
going  off  into  the  Donatist  or  other  controversies;  sometimes 
denouncing  popular  vices,  as  swearing,  sensuality,  or  unwoithy 
compromises  with  jwigan  usage,  or  actual  retention  of  pagan 
superstition.  This  public  teaching  was  acconipanied  by  private 
dealing  with  sinners  whose  offences  did  not  call  for  public  censure ; 
and  beside  tliese  cases,  there  were  dajrs  on  which  he  was  to  be  seen 
administering  such  "  open  penance  "  (formerly  calletl  exkonwlogesis) 
to  a  *'  long  line  "  of  really  or  apparently  contrit-e  offenders,  and, 
where  it  was  necessary — although  he  was  "  slow  "  to  do  it — his 
voice  might  be  heard  pronouncing  excommunication  against  those 
who  were  past  reproof.  There  were,  moreover,  catechumens  to  be 
instructed ;  and  he  describes  with  a  gentle  humour  the  interru{>- 
tion  of  study  by  the  summons,  "  Come  and  speak  to  So-and-so.  who 
want*?  to  become  a  Christian."  Then  there  were  the  sick  to  be 
visited  and  prayed  for  (with  imposition  of  hands),  the  diocesan 
affairs  to  Ixs  managed,  other  bishops'  work  to  be  helped  forwaitl 
on  occasion,  literary  work  of  his  own  to  be  pursued — one  may 
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mention,  as  among  his  first  books  after  bis  consecration,  the 
"Christian  Conflict" — ontl  the  stress  and  burden  of  the  Donatist 
controversy.  His  arguments  on  that  head  were  often  referred  by 
Donatists,  for  refutation,  to  theii*  own  prelates.  Then  followed 
rejoinders  from  him.  Witlial,  he  wrote  letters  to  Donatist  chiefs, 
but  usually  got  no  answer,  save  that  he  was  angrily  denouiited  as  a 
deceiver  of  souls.  On  one  occasion  a  Donatist  presbyter,  standing  on 
a  Cathohc  lady*s  ground,  shouted  after  him, "  Ti'aditor,  persecutor !  " 
and  some,  fanatical  to  the  point  of  ferotaty,  like  many  a  gloomy 
zealot  of  their  type,  went  so  far  as  to  say  that  it  would  be  doing 
God  service  to  kill  him,  as  a  wolf  that  was  attacking  the  sheepfold. 
But  there  were  exceptions  to  this:  for  Proculeianus  of  Hippo  had 
the  character  of  a  *'  calm-mintled  "  person,  and  although  he  would 
not  correspond  with  Augustine,  there  seemed  some  chance  of 
winning  him  over  by  means  of  an  amicable  debate ;  and  Afacrobius, 
his  successor,  showed  at  first  some  independence  and  fairness  of 
mind,  though  he  was  soon  drawn  into  the  stream  of  Donatist 
partisanship. 

Such  were  the  employments  and  interests  on  M-hich  Augustine 
entered,  in  those  first  days  or  months  of  his  episcopate :  Valerias 
died,  it  would  seem,  in  396,  and  left  him  in  sole  possession.  The 
account  of  his  energy  and  success  muafc  have  gladdened  the  great 
archbishop  of  Milan,  who,  on  hearing  of  it,  would  recall  the  day 
when  the  ex-Manichean  professor  of  rhetoric,  after  his  many 
struggles  and  his  wonderful  conversion,  had  come  to  him  for 
baptism  about  nine  years  back,  and  been  received  by  him  into 
Christian  communion,  Ambrose  had  been  some  twenty-two  years  on 
the  throne  of  Milan ;  his  life-work  w<aa  drawing  to  a  close  ;  but  we 
aee  all  Ids  old  fire  and  determination  in  the  attempt  which,  in  396, 
he  made  to  protect  a  criminal  named  C^esconius,  who  took  sanctuary 
from  justice  at  an  altar,  but  was  dragged  away  by  Stilicho's  officers, 
in  spite  of  the  remonstrances  of  the  archbishop,  in  order  to  fight 
with  wild  beasts  in  the  amphitheatre  of  Milan  :  Stilicho  exempted 
him  from  this  horrible  death,  but  visited  his  crimes  by  exile.  The 
privilege  of  asylum  has  been  already  referred  to  as  capable,  indeed^ 
of  abuae  even  in  days  when  it  often  seiTed  to  procui'e  a  needful 
respite,  but  as  not  to  be  judged  from  a  modem  standpoint,  and  as 
reapected,  within  limits,  by  the  imperial  authority.  Another  pro- 
ceeding of  Ambrose  at  this  time  was  his  correspondence  with 
Fritigil.  queen  of  tiie  Marcomanni — a  general  name  given  to  any 
of  the  tribes  on  the  various  marches  or  borders  of  Germany.    She 
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had  casually  beard  of  his  fame,  and  sent  messengers  to  liim  M*ith 
presents  and  a  request  for  religious  instruction,  "  He  sent  her/' 
says  his  biographer  Paulinus.  *'an  excellont  letter  in  the  form  of 
catechetical  instruction  in  wLicli  he  also  exhorted  her  to  persuade 
her  husband  to  keep  peace  with  the  Komans."  Thei-oujton  she 
induced  the  long  to  place  himself  under  the  Roman  power. 

Tliere  is  also  a  very  intei-esting  letter  of  Ambrose  still  extant, 
which  he  wrote  in  this  year  396  to  the  church  of  Vercellse.     The 
wiis   vacant:  great   confusion   prevailed,  mid   the   bishop   of 
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Milan  was  unfairly  blamed  for  it,  as  if  he  could  have  imposed  a 
bishop  uu  one  of  his  suffragan  churches  without  a  request  from 
its  clergy  and  people.  What  he  could  do  was  to  remonstrate  and 
exhort  to  unanimity.  L^t  them  agree  in  "  choosing/'  or,  as  he  also 
expresses  it,  in  "  requesting  "  or  demanding,  some  one  fit  person  for 
their  bishop  ;  the  language  is  remarkable  as  fully  recognising  the 
legitimate  action  of  the  local  church  as  well  as  of  the  provincial 
hierarchy.  If  clergy  and  laity  expi'ess  theu*  mind  with  one  consent 
in  favour  of  any  individual,  that  ought  to  be  regarded  as  an  indica- 
tion of  the  will  of  Christ.  Let  them,  therefore,  make  themselves 
willing  to  have  His  presence  among  them.  And  here  Ambrose, 
with  chai-acteristic  impetuosity  on  such  a  subject,  proceeds  to 
warn  them  against  two  men,  Sarmation  and  Barbation — evidently 
disciples  of  Jovinian — who  had  abandoned  a  monastic  life  at  Milan, 
and  had  come  to  Vercella^  bent  on  attacking  received  opinions  as 
to  the  special  meritoriousness  of  religiouB  celibacy  and  the  spiritual 
value  of  prescribed  fasts.  He  calls  them  Epicureans,  pours  out  all 
his  wrath  upon  them  as  adversaries  of  Christian  strictness,  and 
passionately  infers  that  they  encourage  licentious  freedom.  Here 
WB  may  discern  a  siu-vival  of  Ambrose^s  old  habits  as  an  advocate  ; 
there  is  great  disreganl  for  balance  in  his  statements.  But  he 
soon  passes  on  to  give  the  Vercellians  excellent  advice  as  to  the 
temptations  to  factious  bitterness,  so  constantly  present  to  an 
Italian  population.  In  so  grave  a  business  as  an  episcopal  election 
there  must  be  calmness,  good  temper,  a  "  tranquil  and  peace-loving 
judgment ; "  the  candidate  himself  must  be  gentle,  matured  in 
character,  sympathetic,  self-controlled  ;  there  must  not  be  even  the 
slightest  spot  on  his  reputation ;  he  must  be  conspicuously  con- 
sistent in  conduct,  according  to  the  old  maxim,  "  Accustom  thy- 
self to  be  on«."  Here,  by  the  way,  he  explains  the  Pauline  limita- 
tion, "husband  of  one  wife,"  as  excluding  even  those  digamists  whose 
tot  marriage  had  preceded  their  baptism ;  and,  relying  apparently 


xxvn.]      TJie  Western  Church,  A,D,  395-400. 


»5 


on  a  spurious  addition  in  his  copy  of  the  Nicene  canons,  claims  the 
Nicene  canons  also  as  disqualifying  for  the  ministry  any  one  who 
had  ever  married  twice.  After  this,  referring  for  a  moment  to  hia 
own  reluctance,  many  years  before^  to  accept  the  episcopate,  he 
dwells  on  the  glory  of  tlie  Vercellian  church  as  having  possessed 
so  admirable  a  bishop  as  Eusebius,  who,  being  the  first  of  Western 
prelates  to  combine  monastic  observance  with  episcopal  activity, 
had  thereby  increased  his  moral  influence,  diminished  laxity  of 
conduct  in  his  city,  and  gained  strength  to  play  the  man  as  a 
confessor  in  the  Arian  persecution.  This  memorable  letter  or 
"charge,'*  if  not  free  from  one-sidedness  or  overstatement,  is  rich 
in  lessons  of  practical  piety,  of  forgiveness  of  injuries,  of  prompt 
activity  in  good  works^  of  ready  sympathy  with  all  suffering ; 
it  is  emphatic  against  the  pride  of  wealth  and  the  lust  of  gain, 
against  contentiousness,  churlishness,  indolence,  cold-heartedness  j 
it  is  comprehensive  in  its  survey  of  the  duties  of  Christians  of 
every  class— of  husbands  and  wives,  mothers,  masters  and  servants ; 
and  it  concludes  thus  worthily  of  the  occasion  and  the  writer : 
"  To  sum  it  up,  turn  all  of  you  to  the  Lord  Jesus  {ad  sumviwin, 
convertimini  orwncs  ad  Dominum  Jesum),  Let  your  delight  in 
this  life  l>e  that  of  a  good  conscience ;  meet  death  patiently  in  the 
hope  of  immortality ;  be  assured  of  resun*ection  by  the  grace  of 
Christ;  hold  to  truth  with  simplicity,  faith  with  confidence, 
ab:^tinence  with  sanctity,  activity  with  sobriety,  good  conduct 
with  modesty,  learning  without  vanity,  soberness  of  doctrine,  true 
faith  free  from  heretical  fantasy.  The  grace  of  the  Lord  Jesus 
Christ  be  with  you  all."  The  see  of  Vercellie  was  committed 
to  Honoratus,  who  had  been  a  disciple  of  Eusobius,  and  a  sharer 
in  his  sulTerings. 

And  now  when  the  year  397  began,  and  when  he  had  held 
his  5ee  for  rather  more  than  twenty-two  years,  Ambrose  found  his 
strengtli  failing.  He  was  but  fifty-sLx ;  but  hard  and  varied  work 
had  told  heavily  upon  him,  and  made  him,  like  Basil  and 
Chrysoatom,  old  before  hia  time.  We  must  remember  that  he 
had  been  employed  as  a  barrister,  and  then  as  the  governor  of  a 
province,  before  his  baptism  and  consecration  ;  that,  in  his  own 
phrase,  he  had  been  "  whirled  away  from  secular  nilministmtion  to 
episcopal  duties."  These  duties  were  found  to  include  not  a  little 
political  business,  and  two  laborious  journeys  across  the  Alps  ;  but 
into  the  properly  spiritual  work  of  his  office  he  threw  himself  with 
such  energy,  that  he  was  said  to  have  done  more  in  regard  to 
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pasttilants  for  baptiam  than  five  bishops  of  a  younger  generation. 
coiJd  get  through.  He  beatowed  great  pains  on  preacliing,  and 
advises  a  young  prelate  to  siJeak  to  consciences^  and  put  thought 
into  his  sermons,  so  as  to  produce  a  reasonable  conviction.  He 
■was  anxious,  even  to  distress,  about  the  appointment  of  good 
bishops,  was  moved  to  indignation  by  slackness  in  clerical  conduct, 
and  carrietl  his  watchful  oversight  into  details,  particulaiiy  ui-ging 
one  newly  appointed  prelate  to  prevent  marriages  of  Christians 
with  heathens.  If  a  person  besought  his  interceaaion  with  the 
court,  he  did  his  best  to  get  a  redress  of  grievances ;  if  a  church, 
like  that  of  Pavia,  had  been  deprived  of  a  bequest  by  govern- 
mental interference,  ho  was  prompt  to  remonstrate  against  the 
wrong.  Whether  as  bishop  or  metropolitan,  he  was  assiduous  and 
equitable  in  the  adminiatration  of  ecclesiasticul  justice,  and  would 
say  that  unfairness  and  partiality  were  never  more  offensive  than 
in  Church  affairs.  He  kei>t  up  his  studies,  but  was  considerate  in 
dispensing,  except  when  he  waa  unwell,  with  the  services  of  a 
secretary ;  as  a  commentator  on  Scripture  he  was  curiously  over- 
fanciful,  and  Jerome  criticizes  hia  work  on  the  Holy  Spirit  as  i-ather 
"  pretty "  than  soli<l ;  but  he  did  not  lose  touch  with  secular 
literature,  and  his  letters  exhibit  Virgiliau  phrases,  Aristotelian 
formulas,  and  borrowings  fi-om  Cicero  and  from  Philo.  All  who 
came  near  him  must  have  felt  that  he  was  a  genuine  man,  strictly 
truthful,  honourable,  consistent,  and  candid  in  admitting  his  own 
liability  to  error ;  as  a  citizen,  keenly  patriotic — he  puts  duty  to 
"  the  country  "  even  above  duty  to  parents.  Those  who  were 
admitted  to  hia  intimacy  would  find  tlmt  lie  couhl  l>e  affectionately 
playfid,  as  when  he  \vrites  to  a  friend,  "  Your  little  grandson  looks 
on  me  as  his  doctor."  He  was,  like  Chrysostom,  open  to  manifold 
human  interests ;  his  book  on  the  "  Duties  of  Ministers  "  shows  a 
knowle<lge  of  human  nature  in  all  its  moods ;  when  any  one  came 
to  him  for  confession  with  a  view  to  public  penance,  he  "  so  wept 
as  to  draw  out  the  penitent's  tears,"  and  Paulinus  applies  to  him 
St.  Paul's  words  in  Rom.  xii.  15.  He  dwells  on  the  details  of 
everyday  duty,  on  the  need  of  weighing  words,  and  of  avoiding 
alike  an  affectetl  suavity  and  a  brusque  roughness ;  he  rejects  any 
difitinction  between  the  "  honestum  "  and  the  "  utOe; "  he  condemns 
every  form  of  deceit;  he  observes  that  over-indulgence  will  make 
men  restive  at  the  first  censure.  Men  felt  that  he  was  at  once  strong 
and  tender,  that  in  him  force  of  character  and  aptitude  for  rule  went 
hand  in  hand  with  a  discriminating  sympathy.    All  this,  combined 


XXVII.]       The  Western  Church,  A,D,  395-400. 


17 


vritb  ascetic  habits — Le  took  no  forenoon  meal  except  on  holidays — 
bod  worn  out  lus  health  before  his  time.     That  kingly,  patieuU^ 
and  |?eneix)ns  heart,  with  its  glowing  love  for  God  and  for  man, 
had  not.  indeed,  escaped  detraction   and   harsh  misconstruction ; 
but  axound  it  had  gathered  many  hearts,  drawn  to  it  by  the  attrac- 
tion of  its  sweetness  and  nobleness,  and  repaying  its  kindnesses  by 
enthusiastic  loyalty.     "  I  shall  be  witii  you/'  said  Ambrose  to  some 
such  friends,  "  until  next  Easter."     He  continued  to  work  at  his 
coimnentary  on  the  Psalms.    Like  Columba,  who  in  hie  own  sphere 
.    was  not  less  a  iKim  kinj^  of  men's  heaits,  he  was  occupied  with  the 
I*  Psalter  until  his  end  came.     He  could  not  finish  his  exposition  of 
that  great  record  of  a  faithful  Israelite's  experience  under  persecu- 
tion, the  forty-fourth  psalm — in  his  reckoning  the  forty-third.    But 
e  closing  words,  "  If  the  Lnnl  stands  over  us  and  stands  by  us, 

are  able  firmly  to  endure  every  contest,"  were  drawn  out  of  the 
store  of  realised  certainties  which  a  life  of  struggles  and  trials  had 
made  his  own. 

Stilicho  evidently  believed  that  the  prayers  of  Ambrose  were 
stible;  and  sending  for  some  Milanese  churchmen  of  high 
rank,  partly  persmuled  and  partly  coerced  them  into  asking  the 
bishop,  after  he  was  taken  ill,  to  pray  for  a  continuance  of  his 
own  life.  Ambrose  heanl  the  request,  and  made  tlie  world-famous 
unswer,  which  Augustine  heaixl  of  afterwards  with  such  a<lrnimtion  : 
"  I  have  not  so  livetl  among  you  as  to  bo  ashamed  to  live,  nor  yet 
do  1  fear  to  die,  for  we  have  a  kind  Lord,"  He  lay  in  bed  at  the 
end  of  a  long  gallery ;  and  when  t'oiu'  deacons  at  the  other  end 
were  talking  about  his  successor,  and  one  of  them  said  that  Sim- 
plicianus  (who  had,  perhaps,  instructed  him  for  baptism)  might  lie 
choflen,  they  were  all  stjirtled  by  hearing  the  well-known  voice  say, 
•*  An  old  man,  but  a  gootl  one  \  "  He  told  a  bisliop  who  was  pray- 
ing beside  him  that  he  saw  the  Pvcdeemer  approacliing  him  with  a 
sunile;  and  he  lay  with  lips  mo\ing  inaudiblyj  aud  hands  extended 
in  form  of  a  cross,  from  5  p.m.  on  Good  Frida}^  until  after  mid- 
night. Then  it  was  that  bishop  Honoratus,  who  had  lain  do\vn  to 
sleep  in  an  upper  part  of  the  liouse,  heard  a  voice  thrice  rjilhng 
him,  "Rise,  make  haste,  he  is  just  going!  "  and  hurrying  do\Mi, 
was  jost  in  time  to  give  Ambrose  bis  last  communion  with  the 
reaerved  Sacrament, — as  Poulinua  says,  to  "  impart  to  him  the 
Lord's  Body,  which  he  received,  and  then  expired,  carrying  with 
him  a  good  viaticii^m"  It  was  in  the  dim  light  of  the  early  morn- 
ing. Holy  Saturday,  the  4tb  of  April,  397,  that  the  "great  church/' 
VOL,  It,  c 
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wliich  had  been  the  scene  of  those  memorable  vigOa  in  his  second 
contest  with  the  Arian  court,  opened  its  gates  to  receive  liis  body. 
We  can  well  imagine  that  those  who  attended  the  Ion*;  Easter-eve 
service  in  that  basilica  would  remember,  for  yeai's  afterwards,  how 
they  gazed  in  awe  and  f^nief  on  the  dead  face  of  their  great  bishop  ; 
we  can  picture  the  Easter  morning  Celebration,  in  which  the 
"Paschal  joy"  would  make  faith  triumpli  over  the  sense  of  evea 
such  a  bei-eavement ;  we  can  follow  in  thought  the  vast  procession 
— including  even  Jews  and  pagans — wliich  afterwards  attended 
the  remains  to  their  final  resting-place  beneath  the  altar  of  the 
Ambrosian  basilica,  where  now  the  visitor,  stooping  down  into  a 
recess,  may  see  the  recently  completed  shrine.  It  is  not  well  to 
think  of  him  simply  as  distinguished,  among  the  great  ecclesioatica 
of  that  time,  by  his  lofty  enthusiasm  for  Chui-ch  independence  or 
Church  authority,  or  even  by  the  combination,  in  his  mind  and 
aims,  of  that  fervent  resolution  to  make  the  worldly  power  feel 
and  resjHJct  the  icality  of  the  spiritual  witli  an  intense  zeal  for 
Chiistian  righteousness — a  combination,  it  must  be  admitted, 
which  did  nut  always  prevent  him  from  making  untenable  claimfij 
disparaging  the  divine  commission  of  the  civil  magistrate,  or  setting 
a  precedent  for  later  usurpations.  We  may  call  Ambrose,  if  we 
like,  a  '*  High  Churchman  ;  *'  but  he  was.  before  all  things  else,  a 
''high  "  Cliristian — a  pastor  of  Christian  souls,  a  preacher  of  Christian 
holinasfl.  a  loyal  and  devout  woi*s]iipper  of  Christ.  As  with  Atha- 
nasius  and  Chrysostom  and  Augustine  and,  we  may  well  add, 
with  Ansehn,  it  was  not  an  ecclefliastical  cause,  nor  a  theological 
interest,  that  was  retdly  sovereign  with  him  ;  he  was  what  he  was, 
and  did  what  he  did,  in  the  strength  of  u  deeper,  more  penetrating^ 
more  personal  devotion,  gathered  up  in  the  fidness  of  his  own 
plirase,  "  Omnia  Christus  est  nobis." 

We  have  seen  that  Simplicianus  was  approved  of  by  the  dying 
Ambrose  as  a  fit  successor  to  the  see.  This  was  enough  to  secure 
his  election.  He  wi-ote  to  Augustine,  whom  he  had  known  years 
before  at  Milan,  and  to  whose  conversion  he  hud  indirectly  contri- 
buted :  his  letter  was  cordial  and  alTectionute,  and  in  it  he  asked 
Augustine's  opinion  on  some  diiHculiies  in  St.  Paul  and  in  the 
Old  Testament  history.  The  two  books  to  Simplicianus,  which 
Augustine  wrote  in  reply,  have  a  liearing  on  the  history  of  theology, 
inasmuch  as  he  was  now  le^l  to  reconsider  a  former  opinion  of  his, 
identical  with  what  was  afterwards  called  Semi-Pelagianism,  and 
to  recognise  the  action  of  grace  in  the  initial  faith  which  accepted 
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Cliristiazuty,  and  which  he  had  previously  ascribed  entirely  to 
nuui's  free-will.  It  wiis,  bo  now  htjld^  rnnii  Goil  that  the  power  to 
believe  was  derived :  he  laid  stress  on  the  text,  1  Cor.  iv.  7,  as 
sho\*'iag  that  the  very  first  luovementa  of  the  soul  towai'ds  (rod  are 
gifts  received  from  Him.  It  must  be  admitted  that,  in  laying  this 
down,  he  not  only  asserted  the  momeuLous  truth  itself,  but  was 
carried  on,  through  his  logical  severity  and  Ms  desire  to  magnify 
Divine  grace,  into  an  assertion  of  tlie  irresistible  nature  of  its  opera- 
tion on  the  souls  chosen,  by  an  inscrutable  decree  of  the  Divine 
will,  to  receive  this  effectual  calling,  and  to  become  vessels  of  this 
all-controlling  mercy.  Here  then  iirst  emerges  the  Predes- 
tinarianbm  which  in  later  days  was  to  become  so  characteristic  of 
this  great  writer's  theology,  and  to  invest  it,  as  many  must  needs 
think,  with  an  intensity,  in  reference  to  the  question  of  Di\iHe 
decrees,  which  was  purchased  by  one-sideduess,  and  which  ceitainly 
came  into  coUiBion  with  some  revealed  aspects  of  the  Divine 
character.  This  is  not  the  occasion,  however,  for  saying  more 
upon  the  subject ;  enough  to  mark  it,  and  pass  on. 

It  is  usaal  to  place  in  the  same  year  with  the  death  of  Ambrose 
the  end  of  another  great  saint,  wliose  work  had  been  that  of  a 
wondrously  successful  missionary.  Martin  has  indeed  been  thought 
by  some  to  have  survived  until  the  year  400 ;  but  accepting  the 
more  common  date,  we  may  say  that  in  the  autumn  of  397,  being 
then  about  eighty-one,  and,  it  might  have  been  thought,  far  too  old 
for  flwA  a  journey,  he  travelled  to  Candes  at  the  extremity  of 
the  diocese  of  Tours,  in  ortler  to  heal  a  strife  among  its  clergy. 
The  peacemaker's  work  would,  he  felt»  be  a  iiLtiug  close  t»f  his  long 
(oils.  He  succeeded  in  his  purpose,  and  meditated  a  return  home, 
when  he  found  himself  too  ill  to  movH :  fever  had  seized  upon  hira. 
His  clergy  and  other  friends  1>esought  him  to  pray  for  recovery. 
His  reply  became  not  less  famous  than  that  of  Ambrose,  and  is  dwelt 
upon  with  rapturous  admiration  by  Bernai'd  :  "  Lord,  if  I  am  still 
necessary  to  Thy  people,  I  refuse  not  to  labour ;  Thy  ^vill  be  done." 
He  kept  np  his  devotional  energy  to  the  last.  They  wanted  to 
place  him  on  some  poor  bedding,  instead  of  sackcloth  and  ashes. 
"  A  Christian,  my  sons,"  said  Martin,  "cannot  fittingly  ^\\^^  save  on 
ashes.  If  I  leave  you  any  other  example  than  this,  I  myself  have 
sinned."  They  then  asked  that  at  least  they  might  turn  him  on 
bis  side,  as  an  easier  postm'e  than  lying  on  his  back.  ''  Ko,  let  me, 
I  pray,  look  towards  heaven  rather  than  earth,  that  I  may  see 
whither  I  am  going."     Then,  after  a  startling  outburst,  implying 


20 


TJie  Age  of  the  Fathers. 


[Chap. 


that  he  seemed  to  see  the  enemy  of  souls  come  to  disturb  bis  last 
moments,  Martin  ])asse(l  away.  The  bystanders  testified  to  Sul- 
picius  that  his  corpse,  just  after  death,  was  clear  and  radiant,  as  if 
it  ob-eady  partook  in  the  glory  of  Resurrection,  It  was  borne  alon^ 
the  roads  tlmt  led  to  his  o%vn  city,  with  an  immense  train  of 
muiirnei-s  of  all  classes,  iDclucUng,  it  is  said,  about  two  thousand 
monks.  Tliat  iirotmctol  fnnentl  of  the  "  Apostle  "  who,  some  sixty 
years  l^efoi-e,  had  V>egiin  his  course  of  faith  and  simple  devotedness 
by  giving  half  his  cloak  to  the  l>eggarat  Amiens,  reached  its  goal  at 
his  "great  monastery  "  ne^ir  Tours,  where  his  grave  was  res^-iected 
by  enemies  of  Gaul,  regarded  by  his  coimtrymen  as  their  central 
sanctuary,  but  finally  rifled  by  Huguenot  fanatics.  Few  names 
in  Western  Christendom  have  lieen  tlirongh  ages  repeated  ^vith 
more  reveronct;  or  more  kjve. 

It  was  between  tlie  deaths  of  Ambrose  and  of  Martin  that  the 
iiead.s  of  the  African  Church  thought  it  time  to  hold  another 
national  Council.  Four  years  had  passed  since  the  ajoiodof  Hipi>o, 
called  by  Possidius  a  plenary  or  general  African  CouncQ,  at  which 
Augustine  was  preseni,  not  as  a  member,  but  as  a  presbyter  com- 
missionetl  to  address  the  bishops  on  "  Faith  and  the  Creed." 
Accordingly,  on  the  28th  of  August,  397,  the  bishops  deputed  from 
the  various  African  provinces  assembled  at  Carthage  in  the  basilica 
called  Restituta,  under  the  presidency  of  Aurelius.  Already  some 
bishops  of  the  Byzacene  province,  headed  by  Muzonius,  had  come 
to  Carthage  and  held  a  meeting  on  August  13,  in  which,  with 
Aurelius's  sanction,  they  clrew  up  a  "  brevifljium  "  or  summary  of 
the  canons  of  Hip]K).  The  full  Council,  when  it  met,  approved  this 
document,  and  renewed  these  canons,  with  some  additions  of  its 
own.  Among  the  matters  dealt  with  are  the  annual  s^>Tiotl,  conse- 
crations and  ordinations,  clerical  duties,  fasting  communion,  the 
mixed  chalice,  prayers  used  in  church  service.  A  list  of  canonical 
books  is  also  given,  including  five  of  what  we  now  reckon  as 
"  Apocrypha : "  at  the  end  of  it  the  canon  adds,  "  But  let  the  church 
l)eyond  sea  l)e  consulted  about  confirming  this  canon."  By  "  canoni- 
cal," the  C<nincil  probably  meant,  in  accordance  with  Augustine's 
use  of  tlie  woitl,  such  books  as  the  CTiurch  genemlly,  or  the  chief 
choTches,  were  wont  to  rea<l  in  public  worship.  For  Augustine 
userl  the  term  in  a  sense  which  he  himself  virtually  admitted  to  be 
ji  lax  one,  as  covering  more  books  than  were  in  the  proper  Jewish 
cnnon  ratified  by  Christ. 

He  himself,  as  *'  bishop  of  the  people  of  Hippo  Regius/'  was 
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among  the  forty-four  bishops  who  signed  the  proceedings  of  this 
Council  of  Caxthage.  At  tlas  time  he  had  much  work  on  hand, 
partly  as  an  author — for  he  had  begun  LLs  books  "  On  Christian 
Doctrine" — and  partly  in  resisting  or  attackin^r  tbe  Douatiats. 
'The  lebelhon  of  Gildo  the  Moor,  whom  TUeodosius  hftd  unwisely 
entrusted  with  military  command  in  Africa,  and  who  stopped  the 
supply  of  African  coni  for  liome  in  397,  brought  to  a  head,  as  it 
were,  the  outrageous  violence  of  a  Donatist  bishop.  Optatus  of 
l^unugada,  who  for  years  had  been  knowu  as  Gildo's  "  satellite," 
and  was  a  bitter  foe  both  to  the  ChiircL  uud  to  the  adherents  of 
Maxiniiaa.  His  enormities  were  chai-ged  by  the  Catholics  on  his 
party ;  *'  or  at  any  rate/'  they  said,  '*  the  Donatists  (of  tbe  Primia- 
nist  majority)  communicate  with  him,  and  dure  not  disavow  him." 
[Augustine,  who  repeatedly  urges  this  point  as  telling  directly 
tt  Donatist  professions,  was  about  tlus  time  engaged  in  dis- 
^coBsions  with  Donatists  of  a  very  diffei-enl  temper.  It  is  obvious 
that  there  must  have  been  in  so  widespread  a  sect  many  men 
really  earnest  for  what  they  deemed  the  cause  of  Christian  dis- 
apline  and  Church  sanctity — men  who  wore  prepossessed  against 
the  Catholics  as  lax  in  principle,  and  hud  imbibed  an  erroneous 
notion  as  to  the  facts  of  the  original  dispute.  Some  such  peraons 
Augustine  found  at  a  phtce  called  Tubursica — Glorius^  Eleusius, 
and  others — with  whom  he  could  even  talk  about  reunion.  They 
showed  him  a  Donatist  memoir  or  i-ecorJ  of  the  old  case  of  Felix 
and  Ciecilian.  This  led  Idm  to  set  ihem  right  by  a  more  trust- 
worthy version  of  events ;  but  he  had  no  documents  at  hand,  and 
therefore  sent  for  some,  probably  from  his  own  town,  and  a  whole 
day  was  spent  in  going  through  the  greater  part  of  them — the 
records  of  the  Council  of  Cirta  and  of  the  acquittiil  of  Felix  in  the 
forenoon,  and  those  of  Caecilian's  case  in  the  afternoon.  On  re- 
toming  home,  Augustine  wrote  to  Glorias  and  his  friends  a  long 
letter^  which  is  one  of  his  statements  of  the  Church's  case  against 
Donatism,  and  in  which,  after  a  historical  survey,  he  touches  the 
priudple  at  stake  by  denying  that  comiplious  or  sins  iu  the 
Church  body  warrant  secession  from  it,  and  confidently  claims  as 
"  the  great  document "  on  his  side  what  he  calls,  as  in  a  later 
treatise,  the  orbis  terrarum,  the  undivided  Catholic  Church, 

Another  time,  he  held  a  conference  witb  Fortunius,  the  Donatist 
bishop  of  Tubursica,  a  moderate  and  candid  man.  Crowds  gathered 
lo  hear  the  discussion — but  very  few  of  them  seriously  bent  on 
truth,  tbe  great  body  l>eing,  as  Augustine  saw,  much  in  the  mood 
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of  spectators  in  a  theatre.  They  would  not  be  silent ;  their  noisy 
tiilk  nearly  made  debate  impossible,  and  it  was  with  difficulty 
that  Augustine  obtained  leave  from  Fortunius  to  have  notes  of  the 
conference  taken  by  bis  own  friends.  Among  the  iwiuts  of 
most  interest  are  hie  offer  to  prove  himself  in  communion  with  the 
chui'ches  named  in  Apostolic  "\\Titings  ;  the  appeal  of  Fortunius  to 
the  "  Sardican  Council "  as  having  recognised  a  Donatus,  with 
Augustine's  inference  that  this  Council,  since  it  appeared  to  have 
condemned  Athanasius,  was  really  Arian — the  fact  being  that  it 
was  the  Arian  Council  of  Philippopolis,  passing  itself  off  in  its  acta 
as  Sardican,  and  now,  as  when  he  wrote  against  CVesconius  the 
Donatist  some  nine  yeai's  later,  deceiNdng  Augustine  himself;  the 
strangely  rash  Donatist  argument  that  those  who  were  j^ersecuted 
were  thereby  proved  to  be  in  the  right ;  and  the  pleasant  exchange 
of  courtesies  between  the  disputants.  Fortunius  evidently  did  not 
like  the  Donatist  custom  of  relmpLising  Churchmen  ;  he  referred  to 
it  as  to  a  point  settled,  but  spoke  as  if  be  regretted  it ;  and  he 
said  to  Augustine,  "  You  lu-e  the  only  one  of  your  party  who  really 
desires  to  examine  the  question  between  us."  "  1  promise  you," 
said  Augustine, "  that  I  will  find  at  least  ten  of  ours  who  will 
meet  the  question  in  as  kindly  and  religious  a  apirit  as  you  have 
shown  tCMlay."  Next  day  he  paid  Augustine  a  visit;  but  there 
was  no  time  for  further  talk,  for  Augustine  had  to  attend  the  con- 
secration of  a  bishop  at  Cirta  ;  and  Fortunius  bade  him  a  kindly 
farewell,  with  the  understanding  that  a  fuller  and  more  regular 
conference  should  be  arranged.  Writing  of  this  to  Glorius  and 
the  others,  Augustine  suggests  that  the  conference  shoiild  be  held 
in  some  quiet  village,  inhabited  by  Catholics  and  Doiiatists,  but 
without  a  church  ;  that  the  Scriptures  might  be  carried  thither 
with  tlie  needful  documents,  and  the  debate  be  accom]ianied  by 
earnest  prayer  on  both  sides.  "We  know  not,"  says  Tillemont, 
"  what  became  of  these  efforts  for  peace  to  which  our  saint  was 
prompted  by  charity."  Rut  it  is  well  to  remember  the  truly 
Christian  tone  exhibited  on  either  side  in  these  two  conferences, 
which  are  worthy  to  be  compared  with  one  of  the  very  best 
8]>ecimen8  of  ancient  controversy — the  debate  of  Dionysius  of 
Alexandria  with  the  Millenarians  of  Arainoe. 

But  the  interest  of  a  controversy  between  Christians  would 
often  be  suspended  in  tlie  pi'esence,  still  manifest,  of  their  common 
primeval  foe.  Paganism  in  the  West,  and  especially  African 
paganism,  had  been  beaten  down ;  but  its  life  was  by  no  means 
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beaten  out.  The  sweeping  law  of  392,  which  prohibited  all 
idolatry  whatever,  even  to  the  wTeathing  of  a  garland  for  the 
Penates,  had  not  been,  and  could  not  as  yet  be.  systematically 
carried  out.  Paganism  had  a  hob  1  still  over  a  certain  amount  of 
social  rank  and  cultivated  intellect ;  it  had  its  literary  meu,  its 
poets,  ita  historians ;  it  could  argue  and  criticize — could  make 
polemical  capital  out  of  the  dissensions  or  the  vices  of  the  Cliris- 
tiajis — could  refine  away,  by  glosses  and  Hubtle  theories,  the 
obvious  grossness  of  the  old  iraa^e-worship ;  it  could  call  the 
Gospel  ethics  incompatil)le  \s\\\\.  civil  ])olicy,  propound  objections 
to  Christian  doctrine  or  Scripture  miracles,  make  clumsy  jokes 
«hont  uncouth  names  of  martyrs,  and  l>e  daintily  supercilious  at 
the  notion  of  a  "  Crucified  Gotl."  It  might  be  hoaiii,  in  times  of 
public  distress,  repeating  its  old  formula  of  "  Causa  CTiristiani ;  " 
and  might  hope  thus  to  touch  the  secret  uneasiness  of  many  a  half- 
Christian  in  the  "  respectable  classes,"  and  to  get  somothing  for 
itaelf  out  of  the  moody  savageness  that  might  always  be  counted 
on  in  an  irreligious  mol>.  It  could  employ  many  less  menacing 
agendee ;  its  spell  was  yet  potent  on  public  amusements,  and  on 
such  customs  as  those  which  long  haunted  the  Ist  of  January ;  it 
oould  spread  many  a  snare  for  Christian  compliancCj  and  raise 
fretting  cases  of  conscience  for  Christian  scrupulosity.  For  in- 
aCAQoe,  a  layman  named  Publicola  asked  Augustine — May  a  faithful 
nan  cut  wood  for  house-purposes  from  a  grove  ouce  dedicated  to 
an  idol,  or  drink  of  a  well  or  fountain  into  which  a  libation  has  been 
poured  ?  Or  if  he  buys  in  the  market  meat  which,  after  some  doubts, 
he  considers  not  to  have  been  oftered  to  idols,  is  he  justified  in  eating 
\X\  Or  if  marauding  barbarians  swear  by  their  strange  gods  to 
n^pect  his  land  or  spare  liis  crop,  is  he  free  to  accept  immunity 
under  such  a  profane  sanction  ? 

It  was  probably  in  part  with  a  view  to  the  difficulties  causetl 
in  Africa  by  pagan  pertinacity,  and  partly  by  way  of  indirect  ven- 
geance for  the  slaughter  of  three  clerics,  Sisinnius,  Martyrius 
and  Alexander,  by  the  pagans  of  Anaunia,  near  Trent,  in  397,  that 
HonoriuB,  or  rather  Stilicho  acting  in  his  name,  took  fiulher  steps 
in  399  against  idoktry.  The  first  of  Honurius's  laws  on  this 
subject  was  dated  at  Kavenna,  Januoiy  28,  and  was  intended  for 
Sjioin  and  (iaul.  The  Emperor  forbids  sa^^rifices,  but  orders  the 
"*  ornaments  of  public  works/'  t'.ft.  the  statues  belonging  to  public 
hnildinga,  to  be  preserved,  in  spite  of  all  previous  orders  for  their 
removaL    The  second  law,  August  20,  permits  all  festal  assemblages 
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which  caused  "  general  pleasure/*  and  were  in  accordance  with  old 
usage,  provided  they  were  kept  clear  of  "sacrifice  or  auy  supei"sti- 
tion."  The  third,  which  followed  hard  ujx»u  the  second,  oidored 
temples  to  be  preserved,  but  idols  to  be  removed  by  local  authority, 
and  any  one  found  sacrificing  to  be  punished  with  death.  The 
guaided  aud  limited  umouut  of  repression  hei'o  employed  towaitLs 
the  adjuncts  of  idolatry  shows  that  Stilicho  had  to  consider  diffi- 
culties causeil  largely  by  what  Professor  Ddl.  in  his  volume  ou 
*'  Roman  Society/'  calls  "  a  dead  weight  of  official  resistance  or 
negligence  "  on  the  part  of  "  the  provincial  governor  and  his  staff;  '* 
and  shows,  too,  thai  he  was  ilesu'ous,  frf>m  motives  of  policy,  to 
repress  such  zeal  as  Mailtn  had  exliiliited  iu  Gaid,  and  us,  in  the 
March  of  this  very  year,  was  sho^Ti  by  two  "  Counts  "  who  de- 
stroyed temples  at  Carthage.  It  was  then,  apparently,  that  the 
Chi'istian  |>Dpu!atiou  cried  out,  '*  As  at  Home,  so  at  Carthage !  "  ontl 
that  the  great  temple  of  the  goddess  Ceelestis,  which  had  a  pillamd 
precinct  nearly  two  miles  in  extent,  but  had  been  shut  up  aud 
overgrown  with  bushes,  was  turned,  at  the  Easier  festival,  into  a 
church,  in  which  the  archbishop  Aurelius  placed  lus  uhair.  But 
tills,  as  Salvian  of  Marseilles  shows,  half  a  centuiy  later,  in  his 
book  "  On  the  Government  of  God,"  by  no  meaun  proved  her 
worship  to  be  obsolete.  And  x\a  on  foniier  occasifius,  outbi'eaks  of 
idol-destroying  violence  were  sometimes  found  to  coat  Chiistian 
blood  :  sixty  Christians  who  luul  broken  to  pieces  an  image  of 
Hercules  at  Su£fecta  were  slain  by  tbe  exasperated  pagans,  whom 
Augustine  rebuked  in  an  epistle  e(|ually  iudigmmt  and  saroastic — 
offering  to  restore  them  "  theii-  gCHl,"  all  '^caiTed,  and  chalked  red/' 
if  they  \vnuld  "  restore  the  lives  they  bud  lorn  away/'  and  complain- 
ing that  the  man  who  was  foitimast  iu  t!ie  massacre  received  signal 
honoui"S  in  the  "  curia  '*  of  the  city. 

The  close  of  the  century  found  Augustine  employed  with  special 
diligence  in  literary  work.  To  this  date  or  to  this  period  of  his 
life  belong  the  ver)*  useful  tract  on  *'  Faith  in  Things  Unseen," 
the  beautiful  manual  on  "  Catechising  the  Simple/*  the  beginning 
of  the  great  work  "  On  the  Trinity/'  the  treatise  "  Against  Faustus 
the  Manichean/'  the  two  remarkable  letters  to  Januarius  on  Church 
rites,  the  foui-  books  "  On  the  Agreement  of  the  Evangelists,"  the 
anti-Donatist  treatise  "  Against  the  Letter  of  Parmenian,"  the  work 
on  Baptism,  part  of  the  work  "  Against  tho  T>etter  of  Petilian," 
and,  above  all.  that  most  precious  and  lovable  of  all  his  works  in 
the   eyes  of  a  Chiistian   reader, — it    is  needless  to  name  "the 
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Confessions."  It  is  amazing  to  tliink  of  his  tiuergy  as  a  writer,  even 
if  wo  give  a  large  margin  for  the  interpi-etation  of  the  phrase  of  his 
Benedictine  editors  "  about  the  year  400."  And  it  must  be  added 
that  he  had  much  cones[>ondencu  also  ou  liis  hands,  and  doubtless 
his  full  share  in  the  anxieties  of  the  African  episcopate. 

It  is  in  the  hist  year  of  the  century,  in  September  of  400,  that  we 
find  the  Spanish  episcopate  again  acting  together,  in  the  fimt  of  the 
memorable  series  of  Councils  of  Toledo.  This  synod  passed  fifteen 
canons  on  discipline  and  ritual.  One  of  them  was  aimed  at  the 
Priacillianist  habit  of  coming  into  a  Catholic  chiuch,  taking  the 
Eucharist  into  the  hand,  and  not  partaking  of  it.  Another  censures 
tliose  who  attend  church  without  even  professedly  communicating. 
BeBttictions  on  the  mairied  clergy  were  enforced ;  a  person  who 
had  done  penance  for  grave  crimes  was  not  to  be  made  a  cleric^ 
save  in  case  of  urgency,  when  he  might  become  an  '*  ostiar}' " 
(porter)  or  a  reader,  l>ut  might  not.  even  so,  read  the  New  Testa- 
ment. Any  such  penitent  already  a  deacon  was  to  rank  with 
sub-deacons.  Other  disabilities  of  a  like  kind  were  imposed  on  a 
tub-deAoon  who  had  manied  a  second  wife.  Presbyters,  deacons, 
or  other  ecclesiastics  were  to  come  to  church  "  for  the  daily  sacri- 
fice." The  old  feeling  about  military  service  was  expressed  in  a 
canon  excluding  from  the  diacuuate  any  one  who  after  baptism 
had  "  assumed  the  cloak  or  the  belt."  The  prayers  at  lighting 
of  lamps,  called  "  Lucermirium,"  one  of  the  two  primitive  daily 
offices,  were  only  to  be  reiid  in  church,  or,  if  in  a  country  house, 
in  presence  at  least  of  a  deacon.  No  one  who  was  under  any 
sort  of  civil  "obligation  "  was  to  be  ordained  witljout  the  consent 
of  his  patron.  If  a  powerftd  man  had  pillaged  a  cleric  or  a  poor 
man,  and  had  contemned  the  bishop's  summons  to  answer  for  it, 
all  the  bishops  of  the  province  were  to  be  warned  to  hold  him  as 
excommunicate,  until  he  came  to  be  heard.  No  cleric  was  to  leave 
his  own  bishop  and  communicate  with  (attach  himself  to)  another. 
No  one  but  a  bishop  was  under  any  circumstances  to  make  the 
chrism,  that  is,  the  holy  oil  used  in  confirmation ;  every  church 
in  a  diocese  was,  before  Easter,  to  send  deacons  to  fetch  the 
chrism  from  the  bishoji,  without  whose  knowledge,  says  the 
canon  generally,  in  an  Ignatian  tone,  **  nihil  penitus  faciendum." 
One  remarkable  provision  shows  that  the  church  recognised  as 
married  women  some  who  in  the  eye  of  the  law  were  only 
"  concubin^e." 

It  is  evident,  from  what  ap^jeaiB  ou  the  face  of  the  Toledaa 
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Canons,  that  Priscilliaoism,  that  strange  compound  of  Pantheistic. 
Gnostic,  and  Manichean  ideas,  combined  with  a  license  of 
systematic  dissimulation  which  enhanced  the  odium  incurred 
by  its  theo]ogy,  had  still  a  hold  on  many  minds  in  the  Spanish 
Church,  despite  of  the  censures  of  the  Council  of  Sai-agossa  in 
380,  and  the  cruel  execution  of  Priscillinn  and  others  in  386. 
But  the  Council  of  Toledo,  it  is  said,  had  the  satisfaction  of 
receiving  the  recantations  of  several  hishops  of  the  party — such  as 
Dictinius  and  Symphosius,  whose  case  Ambrose  had  examined, 
and  towards  whom  he  had  advised  favour  to  be  shown,  if  they 
renounced  the  heresy  and  fulfilled  certain  condition.s,  and  Pateraus 
of  Braga,  who  declared  that  the  waitings  of  Ambrose  had  reclaimed 
him  from  misbelief  Another  bishop,  Herenas,  adhered  to  his 
I'riscillinnist  opinions ;  he^  of  course,  was  excommunicated.  The 
penitents,  hishops  or  others,  were  promised  absolution  or  admission 
10  Church-fellowship,  if  they  gave  proof  of  their  sincerity  by 
absta-ining  for  the  present  from  conferring  orders,  or  by  subscribing 
a  formula  sent  by  ibe  Council,  and  if  "  the  Poi>e  who  now  is,"  and 
Simplicianus,  bishop  of  Milan,  and  the  other  bishops  concerned  in 
or  acquainted  with  the  case,  should  reply  to  the  Council's  letters  in 
a  sense  favourable  to  their  reception. 

"The  Pope  that  now  is" — this  brief  clause,  in  its  empbatic 
terseness,  is  so  premonitory  of  the  coming  development  of  Roman 
Chui-ch  power,  that  the  thoughts  which  it  suggests  almost  make 
us  forget  everything  else  coimected  uith  this  first  Council  of  Toledo. 
"  For  this,"  says  Heury,  "  is  the  first  time  we  find  the  bishop  of 
Bome  simply  styled  (he  Pope,  by  way  of  endnence ; "  and  as  the 
title  was,  at  this  time  and  long  afterwards — as  we  see  in  the  letters 
of  Apollinaris  Sidnnius — freely  given  to  prelat^isof  far  less  eminent 
sees,  while  in  the  Kast  it  was  distinctively  npplied  to  the  bishop  of 
Alexandria,  one  is  led  to  ascribe  this  designation,  if  the  passage 
bo  genuine,  to  the  lofty  assumption.^  of  Siricius  in  his  dealings  with 
the  Church  of  Spain.  We  have  but  to  add  that  "  the  Pope  "  at 
tliis  time  was  Anastasius  I.,  who  succeeded  Siricius  at  the  end 
of  398. 


CHAPTER  XXVIII. 

ST.    CUBYSOSTOM   BEFORE  HIS  TROUBLES. 

Ws  must  now  change  the  scene  to  the  capital  of  the  Eastern 
empire,  and  enter  on  the  aurvoy  of  a  career  wliich,  perhaps  beyond 
all  others  in  (Jhurcli  history,  associates  the  rich  endowments  of 
mind  and  the  spiritnal  beauty  of  a  thoroughly  religious  life  with 
the  glory  of  a  great  preacher  and  the  brighter  crown  of  a  sufferer 
for  righteousness.  It  is  impossible  for  Christians  even  to  name 
John  Chrysostom — the  epithet  appears  to  have  been  first  given 
him  in  the  latter  half  of  the  fifth  century — without  recognising  in 
his  character  and  in  his  trials  a  signal  specimen  of  the  "  greater 
works  "  of  divine  grace,  and  a  vivid  fulfilment  of  the  assurance 
that  cross-bearing  is  the  condition  of  tnie  victory.  We  have  to 
see  him  removed  from  Antioch  to  the  see  of  Constantinople,  and 
bearing  himself  there  as  one  who  could  toil  and  endure  to  all 
lengths,  but  who  could  not  betray  the  right  or  conform  to  the 
world,  and  who  therefore  had  to  find  in  the  world's  hostQity  his 
access  to  completed  saintship  and  to  the  love  of  Christian  generations 
through  all  time. 

It  was  on  the  27th  of  September,  397.  that  Nectarius,  bishop 
of  CoTifltantinople,  died  after  a  sixteen  years'  episcopate.  The  see 
was  great  enough  to  become,  at  once,  the  object  of  many  ambitious 
longings  and  many  scandalous  intrigues.  To  be  the  second  bishop 
in  Christendom,  and  withal  the  pastor  of  an  imperial  court;  to 
have  opportunities  of  exercising  influence  over  the  twenty-eight 
provincial  churciies  of  Thrace,  of  "Asia,"  and  of  Poutus ;  to  pre- 
side over  a  distinguishetl  body  of  clergy,  and  to  have  at  command 
tthe  pomp  and  splendour  of  an  august  official  position  ;  to  dwell  in 
a  palace  furnLihed  like  a  senator's,  and  to  entertain  the  chief  men 
of  the  capital  with  magnificent  hospitality  ; — this  was  a  prospect 
natorally  fascinating  to  ecclesiastics  of  that  secular  tone  of  mind 
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which  had  been  so  bitterly,  yet  so  sorrowfully,  denoimced  by  the 
single-minded  predecessor  of  Nectarius,  when  he  found  himself  too 
unworldly  to  content  the  "  genius  loci  "  of  New  Rome.  And  here 
the  misenibly  low  standard  accepted  by  many  ecclesiastics  appeal's 
in  the  vulgar  and  degrading  self-abasement  by  which  various 
aspii-anta  for  the  brilliant  prize  Avei-e  not  ashamed  to  show  how  far 
removed  they  were  from  the  apii-it  of  Gregory  Naztanzen  ;  how 
little  diiference  they  pracLically  recognised  between  the  see  of 
Constantinople  and  any  lucrative  place  in  civil  guverumeut ;  how 
little  they  would  have  understood  Chrysostom's  expressed  amaze- 
ment that  persons  should  be  eager  for  so  vast  a  burden  I  Twenty- 
six  years  before,  he  had  descrilied  in  his  work  on  "  The  Priesthood  " 
{i.e.  the  Episcopate)  the  party  intrigues  which  accompanied  an 
episcopal  election.  In  the  present  case  the  excitement  wus  like 
what  might  have  awaited  the  appointment  of  a  high-chamberlain, 
or  the  election,  or  quasi-election,  of  a  quEeator.  "  Men  who  ai"e 
no  men,"  says  Cbiyaoatom's  biographer  Palladius — commonly 
identihed  with  Pidladius,  bishop  of  Heleuopolis  in  Bithynia — 
"men  who  were  courting  the  prulacy,  presb^'ters  themselves  in 
dignity  but  unworthy  of  the  priesthood,  came  mnning  together ; 
some  knocking  at  the  doors  of  the  palace,  some  setting  to 
work  with  bribes,  and  some  fawning  humbly  on  tlie  populace." 
The  Clim-ch-people,  he  prucoeds,  "were  greatly  a^t^ttetl,  and  began 
to  urge  on  the  Emi>eror  their  desire  to  have  some  oue  chosen  who 
understood  a  bishop's  work." 

The  appointment  thus  depended  on  the  will  of  Arcadius,  who 
was  now  a  little  more  than  twenty  years  old,  and  was  under  the 
guidance  of  a  favourite  who  had  first  superseded  Rufinus,  and  had 
then,  as  Gibbon  says,  "  accomplished  his  ruin  iind  soon  imitated 
his  vices."  This  was  the  "  bald  old  man "  Eutropius,  who 
became,  like  Kufinus,  a  mark  for  Claudiau's  scathing  invective, 
but  whose  rise  to  power  and  greatness  inspirwl  the  i>oet  with 
an  even  deeper  loathing  and  scorn.  Though  not  yet  at  the 
height  of  his  fortunes,  he  was  high-chamberlain  to  the  Emperor : 
he  had  checkmated  Rufinus  by  inducing  Arcadius  to  marry  a 
beautiful  Frank  maiden  named  Eudoxia,  the  daughter  of  Bauto,  a 
barbarian  who  had  held  office  aa  Master  of  the  Soldiery:  he 
had  gathered  round  him  *'  a  swarm  of  parasites,"  who  were  his 
"  boon  companions  "  and  loud-voiced  flatterers.  Ah^eady  his  greed 
of  gain  (which  won  for  him  from  Claudian  the  epithet  catipo 
JamosuM  honorum)  had  been  fed,  but  not  satisfied,  by  wholesale 
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«xtortion ;  already  he  had  attained  the  dignity  of  "  patrician,"  which 
carried  with  it  that  of  "father  r\^  the  Emperor;"  and  within  the 
same  month  which  ended  the  life  of  Nectarius,  fear  of  a  hostile 
intrigue  had  made  him  utilise  Areadius  for  the  promulgation  of  a 
monstrous  hiw,  extending  the  penalties  of  treason  to  any  conspiracy 
against  any  of  the  imperial  counsellors  and  of&cers,  military  or 
<civD. 

Such  was  the  position,  in  this  autumn,  of  the  man  whose 
will  wonld  determine  the  Emperor's  selection  of  an  archbishop ; 
for,  says  Zosimus,  he  "  lorded  it  over  Arcadiua  as  over  an  animal." 
But  for  once  the  all-powerful  prefect  of  the  hedchiimber  was  not 
swayed  by  regard  for  the  highest  bidder  or  the  most  abject  syco- 
phant There  is  something  almost  mysterious  in  the  fact  that  he 
^termined  to  put  fonvard  the  famous  preacher  of  Antioch,  John 
Chrysofltom.  Like  many  other  bad  or  base  men,  he  appears  to 
have  known  a  good  and  high-soulcd  one  when  he  came  across 
him :  in  this  case,  he  had  become  acquainted  with  Chrysostom's 
character  when  the  Emperor's  aii'aii's  had  brought  him  to  Antioch  ; 
and,  as  Dean  Stephens  remarks  in  his  "  life  of  Chrysostom/'  the 
appointment  might  procure  him  some  popularity.  He  therefore 
caused  Areadius  to  order  the  "  Count"  of  the  "Oriental  diocese  " 
(equivalent  to  the  Vicar  of  other  prefectures)  to  send  Chryaostom 
*'  quietly  "  to  Constantinople.  The  latter,  who  was  now  a  man  of 
about  fifty,  and  had  been  in  holy  orders  for  sixteen  years,  had  no 
suspicion  of  what  was  coming  when  he  was  desire<l  to  go  in  an 
imperial  carriage  to  a  martyr's  chapel  "  outside  the  city,"  near  the 
'*  Roman  gate ; "  on  arriving  he  was  hurried  away  to  the  first 
station  on  the  road,  committed  to  the  care  of  two  imperial  mes- 
sengers, and  thus  conveyed  to  the  capital.  It  was  determined  to 
have  a  grand  gathering  of  prelates  for  Ids  consecration  ;  and  among 
them,  naturally,  the  patriarch  or  "  iKjpe"  of  Alexandria  would  be 
pre-eminent.  Theophilus,  however,  was  very  ill  pleased  at  the 
appointment.  By  one  account,  when  he  first  saw  Chrysostom,  his 
keen  insight  told  him  that  he  harl  met  his  match  for  force  of 
character :  he  would  soon  find,  as  Tillemont  says,  that  Chrysostom 
had  an  extreme  aversion  t^  injustice.  Socrates  affirms  that 
Theophilus  had.  for  reasons  characteristic  of  his  capacity  for 
})olitical  intrigue,  a  strong  wish  to  procm'e  the  elevation  of  one  of 
his  own  Alexandrian  priests,  Isidore,  who  had  served  him  well, 
years  before,  in  a  business  fraught  with  secrecy  and  danger. 
For  a  time  he  stood  out,   using   all    the  influence  of  his  great 
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place  against  Cbry8ostom's  appointment :  the  other  bishops,  it  is 
said,  were  on  the  point  of  hearing  accwaations  against  Theophilus 
himself,  when  Eutropius  collected  the  various  memorials  wliicb 
had  been  handed  in  by  his  enemies,  and  privately  showed  them  to 
him,  bidding  liiin  *'  choose  between  consecrating  John  or  being 
put  on  bis  defimce."  Kc,  of  course,  gave  np  his  opposition ;  but 
he  treasured  up  the  recollection  of  his  defeat,  and  never  rested 
until  he  could  avenge  it  on  Chrysostom. 

The  consecratiou  took  place  ou  Februaiy  26,  398.  It  was 
characterLstic  of  the  new  bishop  to  take  for  the  subject  of  his  first 
sermon  the  truth  of  the  mysteriousness  of  the  Divine  Nature.  He 
intended,  ho  said,  to  insist  on  this  truth  as  against  the  Anonueans, 
whose  great  leader  Eunomius  had  mode  the  denial  of  it  a  main 
point  of  his  ultra- Arianlsm.  This  sermon  is  not  extant;  but  the 
second  opens  with  an  interesting  description  of  Chiysostom's  feeling 
towaitls  his  new  flock.  "  I  have  discoursed  to  you  ou  one  day,  and 
from  that  day  I  have  loved  you  as  much  as  if  I  had  been  from  the 
first  brought  up  among  you.  This  is  not  from  any  particular 
affectionateness  in  my  disposition  ;  it  is  Ijecause  you  are  so  worthy 
of  love.'*  He  goes  on  t^^  3i>eak  of  their  "  zeal,  charity,  good-will 
towards  theii*  teachers ; "  and  compares  tiieir  church  with  its  sister 
of  Antioch,  within  which  he  was  "  bom  and  bred."  "  At  Antioch," 
he  says,  "  there  are  larger  conjugations "  (the  Christians  there 
formed  about  half  the  whole  population),  **  but  at  Constantinople  the 
faithful  show  a  greater  tirmuesa  and  steadfastness  "  amid  a  storm 
of  surrounding  heresy — it  is  to  be  obser\-ed  that  he  was  then 
preaching,  not  in  the  cathedral,  but  in  a  church  situated  in  "  a 
part  of  the  city "  whore  the  Arians  were  still  numerous.  With 
this  touching  expression  of  that  pastoral  tenderness  which,  says 
Tillemont,  "  is  found  often,  or  rather  eveiywhere,  in  his  homilies," 
he  began  his  episcopal  ministry  at  Constantinople. 

And  indeed  we  must  remember,  in  estimating  his  aptitude  for 
this  work,  that  he  would  not  have  been  to  any  effective  purpose 
the  preacher  "  of  the  Golden  MouLh"  had  not  his  natuiul  gift  of 
eloquence — an  eloquence  florid  to  Western  tastes,  but  doubtless 
irresistibly  fascinating  to  a  Greek-speaking  audience — been  at  once 
the  ally  and  the  instrument  of  a  very  hopeful  temper,  a  very  firm  will, 
and  a  very  warm  heart ;  and  if  all  these  endowments  had  not  been, 
in  him  as  in  other  great  preachers,  tiuushgurcd,  so  to  speak,  and 
intensified  by  a  vivid  consciousness  of  the  realities  of  faith  and  by 
the  undying  6re  of  a  supernatural  charity.     He  thus  iiuited  a  vast 
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power  of  sympathy,  and  a  comprehenaive  versatility  of  insight,  witli 
the  most  absohite  loyalty  to  that  truth  of  which  ho  wiia  the 
minister ;  or  rather,  we  may  say,  the  glow  and  force  of  i^ersuasive 
energy  which  made  his  words  so  living,  and  brought  them  homo 
to  such  widely  different  minds,  were  the  fruit  and  the  token  of 
con\ictiona  wlucli  clung  fixedly  to  its  facts  and  dogmas,  and 
could  see  by  their  light  the  capacities  and  the  destinies  of  the 
soul.  And  of  him  Sozomen  nii;:;ht  well  say,  much  as  Bede  says  of 
our  own  Augustine,  that  by  conduct  pleasing  to  Grod  he  inspired 
his  hearers  with  an  emulation  of  his  own  virtues,  that  he  I'ecom- 
mended  his  teaching  by  the  consistency  of  his  life,  combining  a 
"  dear  and  brilliant  expression  of  thoughts  with  strictness  and  purity 
of  conduct,"  so  that  his  *'  words  were  embellished  by  his  deeds."  In 
short,  Chrysoatom,  whether  as  a  preacher  or  as  a  ruler,  and  after  all 
abatements  made  for  rhetorical  luxuriance  on  the  one  hand  and 
any  hastiness  or  impetuosity  on  the  other,  di-ew  Ids  strength,  in 
the  heart  and  core  of  it,  from  the  twofold — or  rather  from  the  single 
— source  of  devotion  to  Christ  and  solicitude  for  Christian  men. 

To  speak  in  general  of  his  preaching.  He  had  long  before 
expressed  his  sense  of  the  "labour  which  oiight  to  be  spent  on 
public  discourses  to  the  people."  He  had  by  this  time  gained  a 
large  experience  in  this  field  of  work,  and  when  he  came  to 
Constantinople  he  was  evidently  expected  to  make  preacliing,  in  a 
special  sense,  his  line.  Acconiingly  we  find  that  he  made  it  a 
habit  to  preach  once  or  twice  a  week ;  geuemlly,  doubtless,  in  the 
great  church  of  St.  Sophia,  which  Constautius  had  liatshed  imd  in 
which  Gregory  had  been  enthroned ;  but  also,  on  occasion,  in  other 
churches,  as  those  of  the  Apostles,  St.  Paul,  "  the  Martyrs  at  the 
Old  Rock "  (near  the  upper  part  of  the  Golden  Horn),  St.  Irene, 
and  the  Anastasia.  He  sjioke.  it  appeai-s,  ijometimes  from  the 
episcopal  throne  at  the  end  of  the  apse,  but  frequently,  owing  to  a 
certain  feebleness  of  voice,  from  the  ambon  in  the  nave,  where  the 
Scriptures  were  read.  Souietimea  ho  would  give  a  course  of 
expository  lectures  on  some  book  of  Scripture,  as  he  had  been  wont 
to  do  at  Autioch — lectures  which  implied  that  Scripture  was 
accessible  to  the  congregatioUj  and  that  to  neglect  the  private 
study  of  it  was  a  grave  fault :  and  his  "  Homihes  "  on  the  Acts, 
Philippians,  Colossians.  and  Hebrews  were  thus  delivered  at 
Constantinople.  But  his  exegesis,  while  it  showed  that  he  caied 
little  for  those  mystical  applications  which  were  characteristic  of 
the  school  of  Alexandi'ia,  and  while  it  exhibited,  in  its  treatment 
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of  St.  Paul's  writings,  a  remarkable  power  of  traciug  the  connexion 
of  thought  and  argmneut.  always  t^iuded  tx)  a  directly  practical 
concltisitm. 

He  soon  learned  that  his  hearers,  thoxigh  impressible  and  often 
enthusififtlic,  were  litful  and  nnstahlw,  nnd  often  deficient  even  in 
oi-dinary  seriousness  and  reveiience.     They  would,  indeed,  inter- 
rupt him  by  acclamations  and  clapping  of  liands^  after  the  fashion 
of  their  age  and  country — sometimes,  it  is  said,  by  waving  their 
!uindkercliiefs,  and  hailing  him  ;is  a  "  tliLrtceath  Apostle."     In  a 
curious  passage  of  one  of  his  Homilies,  he  tells  us  thnt  he  "  could 
not  but  feel  some  satisfaction  at  those  plaudits,  but  that  wheu  he 
returned  home  the  thought  occurred,  '  What  have  those  people 
gained?  or  if  they  have  profited,  has  not  tlieii'  noisy  approbation 
spoilt  it  all  ?  * "     They  ha<l  a  real,  if  chiefly  an  emotional,  affection 
for  one  whose  brilb'ant  powers  were  all  bestowed,  aa  they  well 
knew,  on  their  truest  interests ;  he  says  in  one  place  that  every 
one  of  tliem  would  contribute  money  if  he  asked  for  it — that  they 
w(uild,  were  it  possible,  give  part  of  tlieir  own  flesh  to  save  liis  life. 
They  gave  undeniable  proof  of  their  regard  by  taking  his  plain- 
spoken  reproofs  in  a  good  spirit,  and  he  on  his  part  told  them  that 
he  "greatly  "  denired  the  help  of  their  prayers.     Yet  we  find  him 
complaining  repeatedly  of  their  strange  incurable  levity :  and  their 
frequent   non-attendance  at  church   on   ordinary  Sundays,  their 
inattention,  not  only  to  sennons — of  which,  he  says,  '*  perhaps  they 
i-etained  the  substance  until  they  crossed  the  church  tlireshold  " — 
but  also  to  the  lessons,  and,  above  all,  to  tJie  Eucharistic  service 
itself,  was  to  him  a  constant  matter  (tf  anxiety.     It  is  startling  to 
find  him  saying,  again  and  again,  that  he  seems  to  them  to  be  talk- 
ing idly ;  that  tliev  laugh  at  what  he  says  when  he   denounces 
theatrical  exhibitions,  when  he  urges  them  to  give  up  swearing, 
when  he  recurs  frequently  to  the  same  topic.     "  Perhaps,"  he  says 
once,  "  you  women  there  in  the  silk  dresses  are  laughing."     Evi- 
dently the  Greek  world  had  made  its  way  into  the  ('hristian  Church, 
and  brought  with  it  a  i-eatleas  and  puerile  frivolity — which  may.  by 
the  way,  explain  the  severity  with  which  some  Fathers  of  a  sterner 
tone   than   Chiysostom's  regarded  all   laughter   aa   unworthy  of 
Christian  men :  tts  yet  the  sacred  leaven  had  not  done  its  ftill  work 
in  sobering  and  steadying  the  Greek  volatility. 

And  not  only,  a?  Dean  Stephens  says,  were  their  "  fickleness 
and  impulsiveness  fatal  obstacles  to  Uie  retention  of  durable 
impressions ; "    but    their    *'  passionate    love    of    pleasure,    their 
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abeindoned  devotion  to  public  amuseinents  calculated  to  debase  and 
relax  the  finer  moral  feelings,  these  were  insuperable  bars  tti  the 
substantial  success  of  the  Christian  reformer."  There  were  many 
who  gave  way  to  the  conrsest  temptations — to  excess  in  eating  and 
drinking,  to  vulgar  pride  of  wealth,  and  too  often  to  laxity  of  morals. 
Clirysostom  pictures  the  splendid  houses  of  the  rich,  with  their 
golden  roofs,  their  pillars,  luarbles,  cloisters,  statues ;  the  semi- 
circular tables,  each  one  so  hu'fe  that  "  two  youn^;  men  could 
scarcely  move  it ; "  the  golden  bowls  of  half  a  talent's  weight : 
the  wine-jars  on  which  ^old  outshone  silver;  the  train  of  baud- 
some,  plump,  and  richly  dressed  attendants ;  the  varieties  of 
expensive  clothing ;  the  income  squandered  on  singers,  mimes, 
flute-players,  harlots :  and  he  denounces  the  vicious  follies  akin 
to  this  passionate  and  elaborate  self-indulgence — the  frantic 
fondness  for  horse-races,  for  the  fights  between  men  and  wild 
beasts  (which  St.  Augustine  construes  as  **  the  frenzy  of  the  circus 
and  the  cnielty  of  the  amphitheatre  "),  or  for  theatrical  exhibi- 
tions even  when  they  included  the  grossest  ofTences  to  Christian 
modesty — and  the  scandalous  habit  which  profaned  the  "intrinsic 
dignity  of  marriage  "  by  the  introduction  of  hired  dancers  for  the 
guests'  amusement.  Even  old  men  were  to  be  seen  joining  witli  the 
young  in  tavern-revels,  or  hurrying  to  the  horse-races  in  the  thick 
of  an  excited  crowd.  And  the  heathenish  spirit  which  thus 
dominated  over  life  was  not  less  powerful  when  death  liad 
in\'aded  a  household ;  the  mourning  fur  the  dead  was  wild  and 
unchristian,  inconsistent  vrith  any  real  belief  in  the  I'esurrection 
and  any  real  trust  in  Divine  protection  for  survivors.  "  "Wlien  I  see/* 
says  Chrysostom,  "  tliose  lamentfltions  that  are  mmie  along  the 
fonun  "  (t.tf.  on  the  way  to  the  cemetery  l>eyond  the  walls),  "  I  am 
ashamed  that  unbelievers  should  observe  them  and  scoff  at  us:'* 
for  in  spite  of  all  professions  of  faith — in  spite  of  church-usages 
surrounding  the  last  offices  with  tokens  of  joy  and  hope,  with 
blaadng  lights  and  choral  psalmody,  such  as  "  Turn  again  imto  thy 
rest,  0  my  soul,"  "  I  will  fear  no  evil,  for  Thou  art  ^nth  me  " — the 
extravagant  wailings,  and,  yet  worse,  the  presence  of  hired  female 
mourners,  gave  the  lie  to  this  appearance  of  Christian  patience  and 
faith.  These  female  mourners  were  a  special  offence  to  the  bishop, 
fOne  of  whose  moat  habitual  feelings  was  that  of  gratitude  to  the 
[Divine  goodness  amid  attticbiun  as  well  as  in  prosperity.  *'  Any  one 
rho  hires  those  wretched  women — trust  me,  I  mean  what  I  say — 
ihaU  be  excluded  from  church  for  a  long  time,  like  an  idolater." 
VOL.  u.  D 
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Others  of  his  flock  resorted  to  fortune-tellers.  "  If,"  he  says,  "  a 
man  has  lost  money,  there  are  many  who  ad\*ise  him  to  go  to 
diviners.  ...  Do  not  you,"  he  adds,  "  give  the  De\il  pleasure  by 
taking  that  step ;  rather  give  him  pain  by  thanking  God."  Or  they 
would  try  to  cure  an  illness  by  the  xxse  o£  speUs,  and  of  amulets 
called  "  periapts,"  and  stifle  misgivings  by  saying  that  this  was 
"  not  like  idolatry/' 

There  woi*e  other  prevalent  vii:ea  of  tongtie  and  temper:  a  hard 
unfoipvingneas,  as  to  which  Chrysostom  once  says,  '*  Do  let  me 
hear  that  some  onOj  after  leaving  church,  htis  embraced  and 
kissed  his  enemy ; '"  a  habit  (such  as  he  had  censured  at  Antioch) 
of  swearing  to  do  this  or  that,  which  made  him  say  on  one 
occasion  that  ho  who  would  not  give  it  up  should  be  delwirred 
from  entering  the  church,  "  even  were  it  he  himself  that  woi*e 
the  diadem  ;  "  a  bitter  cenaoriouaness  as  to  the  foibles  or  faults 
of  their  pastors,  not  to  say  their  fellow-churchmen ;  a  "  venomous 
envying  of  the  well-to-do,"  and  even  of  priests  who  were  in 
comfortable  circumstances, — a  temper  so  prevalent  among  the 
poor  that  Cluysoatom,  in  exhorting  against  it,  appealed,  although 
reluctantly,  to  secondary  motives,  if  by  any  means  he  might  abate 
*'  this  destructive  passion/' 

There  was  also  a  general  indifteronce  to  the  study  of  Scripture. 
"  No  one/'  he  .says,  "  has  a  mind  to  attend  to  the  Scriptures/' 
'*  This  ignonmce  of  Scripttire  is  the  causa  of  ull  evils ;  ...  no  one 
knows  a  psalm — it  is  thought  sfnuething  to  be  ashamed  of,  to  be 
made  a  jest  of.  You  ai-e  like  idle  children,  that  are  always 
learning  the  mere  rudiments/'  There  were  many  Church-people 
who  never  attended  church.  Some  professing  Christians  would 
imitate  the  bad  example  of  Coustautiue  and  Couatantius  by  delaying 
to  be  baptized  until  their  last  moments,  and  tluis  depriving  them- 
selves of  the  blessing  of  a  Christian  life,  and  running  the  risk  of  a 
death  too  sudden  to  allow  of  baptism.  "  Believe  me,"  he  says 
once,  "  — I  am  not  saying  it  merely  to  frighten  you — I  have  often 
known  people  who  committed  many  sins  liecausc  they  were  only 
looking  forward  to  baptism,  and  then,  on  their  dying  day,  departed 
without  it/'  Even  among  the  "  faitliful  "  there  were  some  for 
whom  Jewish  worship  had  a  stmnge  fascination,  and  some  who 
communicated  only  twice  a  year,  or  only  once  {i.e.  at  Easter) ;  there 
were  some  who  were  more  or  less  open  to  the  suggestions  of  heretics, 
and  others  who,  although  ihey  professed  the  Christian  Creed,  yet. 
dallied  with  heathenish  objections  to  this  or  that  part  of  it — askings 
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for  inatance,  "  why  Christ  had  not  come  sooner/'  perplexing  them- 
[vea  with  questions  as  to  Ood  s  dealings  with  the  heathen  world, 
[denjring  that  the  body,  or  at  any  mte  that  the  Ixnlies  of  all  men, 
■would  be  reconstructed  after  dissulution,  and  (what  seems  to  have 
distressed  Chiysostom  beyond  all  other  aberrations)  assumincr 
that  God's  mercy  would  prevent  the  actual  accomplishment  of  the 
doctm  denounced  in  Scripture  aj^uiiist  tlie  wicked,  aa  if,  said 
Chryaostom,  '*God  would  fulfil  His  promises  but  not  His  threats." 
These  si>eculations  were  advanced,  in  some  cases,  by  persons  who 
were  only  half-believers.  Chryaostom,  in  a  most  remarkable  sen- 
tence, acknowledges  the  compatibility  of  some  doubt  with  belief; 
but  he  strove  with  all  his  might  to  lead  his  hearers  on  to  a  full 
helief.  continually  dissuading  them  from  a  priori  speculations  on 
matters  decided  by  the  express  wurd  of  God,  and  emphatically 
irmiating  as  on  the  long-suifering  Divine  mercy  which  perpetually 
invited  sinners  to  repentance — as  on  the  possibility  of  a  true  con- 
version of  the  will  to  God — as  on  the  certainty  of  pardon  after  such 
conversion — as  ou  the  inexpressible  happiness  of  a  life  s[>ent  in 
union  with  the  will  of  God  and  crowned  by  admission  to  His 
beatific  Presence — so  also  on  the  terrors  of  the  Day  of  Judgment, 
and  on  the  hopeless  condition  of  the  reprobat-c.  He  wiis  eminently 
a  preacher  of  love  and  of  feai- :  he  never  aUowed  his  sense  of  Diviue 
tenderness  to  make  him  silent  about  the*^  result  of  j>ei*sistent.  im- 
penitence ;  and  once  when  preaching  on  this  ]x>int,  he  broke  down 
with  emotion. 

Chrysostom  was.  in  truth,  one  of  the  moat  practical  of 
preachers.  His  one  object,  says  Tillemont,  was  "to  instruct  his 
people  and  promote  their  salvation.'*  He  might  here  and  there 
pa:e6S  the  particular  point  which  he  was  urging  in  a  somewhat 
one-sided  way;  but  he  did  insist  on  this  and  that  plain  duty  as  the 
lest  of  a  vital  Christian  belief — the  duty  of  prayer,  or  of  Scripture- 
reading,  or  of  guarding  against  spiritual  *'  drowsiness,"  or  of  pro- 
gressive efforts  after  holiness,  or  of  almsgiving  (on  which  he  loved 
to  dwell),  or  of  patience  amid  distress,  or  of  the  government  of  the 
tongue,  or  of  purity,  or  of  repentance  and  repeated  appeals  to 
Divine  mercy,  or  of  keeping  Cluristiau  principles  before  the  mind 
amid  all  the  details  of  common  Life.  As  to  this  latter  point,  it 
most  never  be  forgotten  that  in  an  age  in  which  the  prevalence  of 
mooasUcism  had  led  some  to  think  true  religion  incompatible  with 
u  life  in  "  the  world,"  Chrysostom,  who  even  under  his  mother's 
roof  had  practised  monastic  self-diaciptiue,  and  had  written,  as  u 
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younger  man,  *'  against  Opponents  of  Monastic  Life,"  declares  the 
condition  of  one  living  in  the  world  to  be  thoroughly  consistent 
%vith  true  "sanctity,"  just  as  lie  also  insists  that  habitual  attend- 
ance at  services  is  "  not  of  itself  piety."  but  is  only  then  valuable 
when  it  makes  a  man  **  better." 

It  will  not  l>e  suppose<l  that  Chrysostom  neglected  any  means 
of  iiupreasing  his  jHjaple's  mindSi  or  moving  their  wills,  when  one 
finds  him  using  the  homeliest  illustrations,  such  as  the  caution  a.nd 
hard  practice  necessary  for  exiiibitora  on  the  tight-rope,  tlio  keep- 
ing and  feeding  of  house-dogs,  the  thanks  given  by  beggars  for 
alms,  and  the  disci]iline  exercised  by  athletes  at  the  Olympian 
festival  It  was  vA\X\  him  an  instinct  to  vary  his  topics,  disdaining 
nothing  that  might  serve  Ids  turn ;  if  this  would  not  answer,  then 
sometliing  else  must  Iw  tried.  The  soil  was,  indeed,  sadly  thin  and 
shallow.  Did  he,  at  times,  realise  the  very  partial  character  of  his 
success? 

To  turn  to  his  administration  of  his  diocese.  Knowing  well  that 
the  bishop's  own  house  must  be  a  visible  example  of  the  strictness 
which  he  would  preach,  he  bamshed  from  it  every  form  of  luxury. 
The  rich  furniture  left  by  his  predecessor  was  sold  for  a  large  sum. 
Even  some  church-vessels,  apparently,  were  thus  disposed  of,  and 
the  money  went  to  support  a  hospital.  Chrysostom  did  not  take 
for  himself  any  pari  of  his  episcopal  income  ;  ho  spent  it  on 
charitable  works,  and  a  pious  lady  named  Olympias,  the  widow  of  the 
ex-profect  Nebridius,  who  had  been  highly  esteemed  by  Nectarlos 
and  had  attended  the  ileath-bed  of  another  bishop,  claimed  the 
privilege  of  supporting  him  :  as  Palladius  say.s,  she  saved  him  from 
all  anxiety  about  his  daily  food.  "  Little  it  was  that  he  took  of 
that ;  he  dined  alone,  and,  like  Olympias,  on  vegetables — as  he 
said,  on  account  of  weak  health  ;  he  never  drank  wine  because  it 
gave  him  headaches:  sometimes  he  forgot  to  eat  tUl  evening."  It 
is  obvious  that  he  would  not  have  been  at  home  in  the  high  society 
of  Constantinople  ;  he  was  in  tlus  resj>ect  a  second  Gregory.  The 
thin,  shrivelled,  stunted  figure,  the  bald  head,  the  mean  dress, 
would  have  seemed  out  of  jdacc  amid  the  gorgeous  j)er3onage3  who 
had  been  wont  to  exchange  amenities  with  the  ex -senator  Nectarius ; 
but  even  allowing  for  these  disqualifications,  and  for  his  objection 
to  spending  money  and  time  on  banquets,  it  was  a  mistake  on  the 
pjirt  of  the  bishop  of  a  great  capital  to  incur  the  reputation  of 
chorlisb  moroseness  by  omitting  a  large  part,  at  least,  of  episcopal 
hospitality.     His  solitary  meals  were  not  unnaturally  represented 
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as  a  token  of  a  churlish,  reserved,  and  unsocial  temper ;  and  liis 
own  beloved  St.  Paul's  example  did  not  make  liim  in  this  respect 
attempt  to  be  all  things  to  all  men.  He  waj?,  says  Stephens,  "too 
much  the  saint  of  the  cloister."  The  change  from  the  habits  of  hia 
predecessor  was  too  abrupt  on  all  sides.  His  clei:gy  felt  it,  in 
some  cases  not  to  their  satisfaction,  when  lie  strove  to  reclaim  them 
from  secularitj  and  self-indulgence,  exhorted  them  not  to  pay 
court  to  rich  men  for  the  sake  of  invitations  and  so  degnide  them- 
selves to  the  level  of  parasites  (after  the  fashion  of  the  younger 
Itoman  clerics),  and,  with  yet  greater  earnestness,  combated  the 
abuse  associated  with  the  name  of  "  spiritual  sisters  "  or  sithintrO' 
ducta — "always,"  says  Prnfessur  Bury,  "a  anare,  even  if  it  were 
often  innocent."  He  deposed  tmd  excommunicated  two  deacons  for 
adultery  and  homicide,  and  brought  men  of  promise  and  character 
into  the  ranks  of  his  clergy,  sucli  as  Proclus,  afterwards  aue  of  his 
successors,  and  John  Cassian,  whom  he  ordained  deacon.  But  lie 
made  a  bad  choice  when  he  gave  his  ctjufideuce,  in  Church  matters, 
to  the  hot-tempered  archdeacon  Sarapion,  who,  if  we  can  believe 
Socrates  on  this  point,  actually  exclaimed  in  ihe  presence  of  the 
clergy,  "You  \vi]l  never,  O  bishop,  be  able  to  govern  these  men, 
unless  you  drive  them  all  with  one  stick  " — u  speech  followed  up 
by  the  ejection  of  several  ecclesiastics. 

It  may  be  that  Chrysostom  was  too  indiHerent  to  the  small  social 
amenities  of  life ;  a  shoemaker  complained  that  ho  could  not  get 
the  bishop  to  stop  and  talk  to  him ;  and  it  seems  cletir  that,  like 
some  other  reformers,  he  was  disposed  to  make  short  work  of 
abuses  and  scandals — to  allow  too  little  for  old  habits — to  expect 
too  much,  and  too  soon — and  to  be  over-sharp  in  pimishing  when 
his  zeal  was  roused  against  long-established  laxity.  In  this  he 
resembled  one  who  often  thus  caused  his  good  to  be  evil  spoken 
oi^  our  own  Land.  He  looked  over  the  accounts  of  the  Church 
treasorer  or  steward,  and  found  needless  expenditure,  which  he 
promptly  cut  off.  He  was  severe  to  those  monks  who  (as  so 
majiy  tlid  both  then  and  afterwards)  *'  left  their  cells  and  showed 
themselves  in  the  city."  He  summoned  before  him  the  guild 
of  Church-widows,  and  rebuked  those  whom  he  found  Hdng 
self-indidgently ;  bidtling  tliem  "  take  to  fasting,  abstain  from  the 
bath,  put  away  their  superfluous  fineries," — or  ebe,  for  the  credit 
of  religion,  marry  again.  He  rebuked  the  faults  of  the  higher 
dasaes  with  a  bluntness  which  astonished  them  i  he  complained 
boldly  of  some  acts  of  injustice,  and  ottered  advice  to  Arcadius  and 
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the  Empress  Endoxia  ;  and  he  dealt  as  plainly  with  the  foibles  of 
some  vain* and  self-indulgont  court  ladies  as  Jolm  Knox  dealt  with 
the  '•  Qneen's  Maries,"  ox,  at  siny  rat-e,  as  Wesley  dealt  with  over- 
dressed female  Methtttliats.  In  onler  to  rekindle  a  spirit  of 
devotion  among  bis  flock,  he  instituted  a  system  of  psalmody 
in  which  they  were  all  to  take  their  pait ;  and  he  exhorted  them 
to  rise  for  prayer  during  the  night — descanting  on  the  moral 
advantages  of  such  prayers,  oFTered  at  a  time  when  "  the  soul  is 
clearer,  lighter,  more  aspiring,"  when  thoughts  of  penitence  and 
awe  might  have  freer  course.  He  showed  liis  chanty  in  the  most 
practical  way.  ocoording  to  Theodoret,  by  lending  a  ready  ear  to 
all  entreaties  from  the  afflicted :  "  one  man  invokes  his  aid  against 
an  oppressor,  another  in  ii  lawsuit,  another  cravens  for  fnod  or 
clothing;"  he  is  described  as  going  to  visit  the  sick  and  the 
prisoners,  to  heal  domestic  strife,  to  provide  travellers  with  lotlg- 
ing.  to  relieve  widows  and  orphans,  to  prove  himself  the  common 
father  of  all.  If  he  had  no  time  for  "  small  talk,"  he  had  always 
time  for  active  sympathy. 

Wliile  lie  was  thus  making  a  great  impression  on  all  classes 
tjf  his  flock,  save  those  wliose  faults  he  had  censured  with  special 
sternness,  ho  also  atLnict<id  nuiiiy  pagans  and  heretics  to  the 
Chuj-ch  ;  among  tlie  latter  was  an  atlherent  of  the  heresy  of  his 
predecessor  Mucedonius,  and  probably  some  of  that  ancient 
Marcionite  sect  wliich  he  often  mentions  as  still  vigoi-ous  at 
Constantinople.  He  aidetl  the  Catholic  Goths  resident  at  Con- 
stantinople in  the  conversion  of  their  Arian  brethren,  sent  some 
]»ersons  who  could  speak  the  Scythian  language  to  officiate  and 
Work  on  the  banks  of  the  Danube,  and  wrote  for  the  same  object 
to  Leontius,  bishop  of  AncjTa.  The  Novatianizing  Socnites  tells 
a  story  of  Chiysostom's  conversing  witli  the  Novatian  bishop 
Sisinnius,  famous  for  his  humorous  repartees — who,  as  he  also 
says,  had  lieen  greatly  offeniied  by  hearing  of  Chrysostom's 
language  on  the  ample  {tai'don  of  all  sins  in  the  Church. 
Tillemont  docs  not  believe  that  Chrysostom  procured  the  enact- 
ment of  Arcadius's  law  of  March,  398.  against  the  Eunomians: 
•'  The  saint's  spirit  was  hostile  to  hei^esy  rather  than  to  heretics." 
Yet  he  wrote  to  the  prelate  of  a  district  in  Euphratesia  where 
Marcionism  was  rife,  and  offered  him  the  aid  of  the  State  in 
HHiting  out  the  heresy.  And  hearing  from  Porphyrius,  bishop  of 
Gaza,  that  idolatry  was  still  openly  practised  in  that  district,  he 
procured  through  Eutropius  an  order  for  destroying  the  idols,  and 
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at  a  later  time  employed  some  rich  ladiea  to  pay  the  expenses  of 
earning  out  another  mandate  for  the  destruction  of  temples  in 
rhoitiicia. 

One  thing  on  ■wliich  his  heart  was  much  set  was  the  restoration 
of  communion  lietween  the  Western  Church  and  his  beloved  master 
and  former  bishop,  Fla\*ian.  This  be  effected  with  the  co-operation 
[of  Thettphilus.  A  deputation,  consi^^ting  of  Acacius,  bishop  of 
Ben^a,  and  Isidore,  whom  Theophilus  had  wished  to  see  raised 
to  the  chair  of  Constantinople,  visited  Kome,  and  obtained  from 
Anastasius — now  that  Paulinus  and  his  successor  Evagrtus  were 
dead — a  recognition  of  I*aulinus*s  old  rivid.  The  schism  was  not 
absolutely  healed,  for  the  Eustathians  atill  worshipped  apart  at 
Antioch;  but  the  object  of  Cluysostom  was  gained  when  at  last 
the  bishop  of  Rome  ^n-eeted  Flavian  as  rightful  bishop  of  Autioch. 

One  of  the  tirst  reraarkal)le  occurrence.^  of  his  episcopate  which 
belongs  strictly  to  the  affairs  of  Constantinople  was  the  transfer- 
ence of  certain  i-elics  of  martyrs  fnnn  St.  Soplda  to  the  churt^h  of 
*  St.  Thomas  in  Drypia,"  some  nine  miles  distant.  Cluysostom 
shared  in  the  oversti*ained  feeling  of  his  time  toward  such  remains 
of  great  saints — a  feeling  which  had  found,  perhaps,  its  most 
vivid  expression  in  the  triumphal  jirncefision  which  lie,  as  a  boy, 
may  have  seen  escorting  the  coffin  of  St.  Babylas  from  the  grove 
of  Daphne  to  Antioch.  On  the  ]>reaent  occasion,  the  Empress 
Eudoyia  was  the  prominent  figure  in  the  throng  whicli  attended 
the  relics.  It  was  done  by  night ;  the  whole  city  seemed  to  pour 
ont  its  {xtpulation  to  shaiv  in  the  solemnity,  and  to  stretch  "  a 
living  sea."  as  Chrysostom  describes  it,  from  the  grent  chiirch  to 
[Drypia.  As  on  the  memoruble  day  when  Meletius's  l>ody  was 
btime  forth  from  Constantinople,  the  long  lines  of  men  and  women 
of  every  class,  each  ^\-ith  torch  in  baud,  "  presented  the  appearance 
of  a  river  of  fire."  Eudoxia  kept  close  to  the  relics,  with  her  hand 
upon  their  coffin  and  pall ;  and  Chrysostom,  when  their  final 
resting-place  was  reached,  pronounced  an  enthusiastic  discourse,  so 
eulogistic  of  the  empress  as  certainly  to  suggest  that  in  his  excite- 
ment he  forgot  what  btifitted  a  religious  function,  and  so  extiava- 
gant  in  its  expressions  of  delight  as  to  give  occasion  for  not 
unreasonable  complaint  at  a  later  time.  On  the  next  day  Arcadius 
visited  the  new  shrine,  without  any  of  his  imperial  ornaments  ; 
after  his  departure  Chrysostoui  preached  finother  discourse  in  a 
much  more  sober  tone. 

The  year  399  was  long  remembered  at  Constantinople.     For  one 
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thinf»,  a  violent  storm  of  rain  fell^  and  did  great  mischief  to  the 
fields,  "  Lowing  down  the  waving  corn,"  on  Wednesday  in  Holy 
Week,  April  G.  The  bisho]>  led  a  multitudinous  procession  to  the 
Church  of  the  Apostles  ;  there,  he  says,  *'  we  took  as  our  patrons 
Peter  and  An^h-ew,  Paul  and  Timothy,"  which  must  mean  that 
they  invoked  their  intercession,  ncconliu*^  to  a  custom  which  had 
at  least  been  gi*eatly  stimulated  by  enthusiasm  for  the  memory  of 
martyrs.  Then»  crossing  the  Bosphonis,  they  visited  the  church  of 
SS.  Peter  and  Paid ;  or,  as  he  expresses  it,  "  daring  the  waves,  we 
hastened  to  the  Corypluei,"  t,«.  the  Priuce-Apoatles.  All  the  city 
seemed  thoroiighly  moved,  but  Good  Friday  showed  in  the  strangest 
and  saddest  way  how  superficial  was  tlus  apparent  devotion.  The 
people  rushed  to  some  horse-races  iu  their  mogniticentHipiKKlrome — 
which  stood  on  the  western  side  of  the  imperial  palace,  separated 
from  St,  Sophia  by  the  AugusUeunx, — and  the  l^ishop,  deserted  by 
his  auditors,  had  to  sit  in  his  om'u  house  opposite  the  north-east 
end  of  the  Hippodrome,  and  to  hear  the  wild  shouts  and  laughter 
which  greeted  the  rival  charioteers,  and  wliich,  as  he  says,  bowed 
him  down  to  the  ground  for  giief  and  shame.  "  This,  in  the  city 
of  the  Apostles  !  this  on  the  very  day  of  the  Crucifixion  !  "  Nc«r 
was  this  profanation  enough :  on  Holy  Satiirday  they  went  "  as 
from  smoke  into  fin^/'  crowding  to  gazo  on  a  dciuioralizing  thea- 
trical representation.  On  Easter  Day,  as  Montfaucon  supposes, 
Chrysostom  deliveied  the  intliguant  sermon  now  extant "  Against  the 
Games  and  the  Theatre."  On  Low  Sunday  he  would  not  preach, 
but  desired  the  aged  bishop  of  Ancyra,  Leontius,  to  do  so ;  where- 
upon many  of  the  people  went  away  in  disgust.  On  the  second 
Sunday  after  Easter,  he  preached  to  a  laige  congregation — rejoicing, 
as  he  says,  that  his  sharp  rebukes  had  told  upon  them.  To  this 
same  Eastertide  Montfaucon  refers  an  interesting  sermon  before 
Catholic  Gotlifl,  assembled  in  one  of  the  churches  of  the  city. 
Clny'sostom  first  called  on  some  of  them  to  stand  forth  and  read 
part  of  their  own  version  of  Scripture  (the  famous  work  of  Ulfilas), 
then  desired  a  Gothic  presbyter  to  preach,  and  finally  preaclied 
himself  on  the  comprehensiveness  of  the  gospel  whicli  united 
barbarians  with  Greeks  in  the  kingdom  of  Him  who  had  been 
worahipped  by  the  Magi. 

But  a  great  catastrophe  was  at  hand,  wliich  fixed  the  attention 
alike  of  Chrysostom  and  of  his  people  on  the  changed  fortunes  of 
the  favourite  of  Arcadius.  It  was  at  the  beginning  of  the  year  that 
the  etmuch  Eutropius,  by  becoming  consul,  outdid,  in  Claudian's 
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opinion,  all  the  monstrosities  of  legend.  He  had  been  saluted,  in 
his  new  dignity,  by  cLimorous  adulation :  there  had  been  shcuts 
of  applause,  dances,  banquets,  a  blaze  of  lights,  garlands  and 
tapestry  displayed  from  the  houses ;  a  throng  of  parasites  attended 
on  him  as  he  passed  along  the  streets ;  his  ascendancy  over  the 
Emperor  seemed  seciure.  But  his  fall  took  place  about  half  a  year 
after  his  consulate  began.  Tribigild,  an  Ostrogoth  chief,  menaced 
Constantinople  from  Tluygia ;  Gainas,  the  Gothic  *'  master- 
general  of  the  East,"  animated,  it  was  said,  by  hatred  of  Eutropius, 
•'  extorted  permission  to  negotiate  with  Tribigild,"  entered  into  a 
secret  understanding  with  hini,  and  announced  to  Ai*cadiu3  that 
peace  must  be  bought  with  the  head  of  the  eunuch-consul. 
Eudoxia,  who  had  jmrsonal  reasons  for  hostility  to  Eutropius, 
induced  her  husband  to  submit,  and  to  order  Eutropius  to  be 
executed ;  whereupon  tho  unhappy  minister  fled  for  shelter  to  that 
aame  sanctuary  of  the  church  which,  we  are  told,  ho  had  stripped 
of  its  privilege  of  asylum.  Socrates  describes  Eutropius  as  having 
procured  a  law  '*  forbidding  any  one  to  take  refuge  in  churches, 
and  ordering  those  who  did  so  to  be  dragged  forth ; "  and  Sozomen 
adds  that  he  carried  this  out  against  the  wife  of  Timasius,  a 
general  whom  he  banished  to  the  Oasis.  The  reference  is 
probably  to  the  law  of  July  27,  398,  which  restricted  the  inter- 
Tention  of  monks  or  clerics  in  behalf  of  criminala.  If  this  law 
vas  framed  by  Eutropius,  he  must  have  the  cretbt  of  a  measure 
which  in  fact  was  called  for  by  a  grave  abuse,  and  which  expressly 
provided  against  a  hasty  infliction  of  death  by  allowing  time  for 
•'  appeal "  and  further  inqidiy. 

Chrysostom  had  remonstrated  against  what,  in  a  Churchman's 
eyes  at  that  time,  woidd  seem  an  encroachment  on  the  Church's 
rights;  and  he  had  warned  Eutropius  of  the  uncertainty  of 
worldly  power  and  riches.  Both  warning  and  remonstrance  had 
been  resented:  but  Chrysostom  did  not  hesitate  to  protect  the 
fugitive.  The  Emperor  sent  soldiers  to  seize  him ;  then,  according 
to  Chiysostom,  the  old  man  became  pale  as  a  corpse,  his  voice 
qiijvered.  he  shook  all  over  with  terror  and  des]>aii-.  The  soldiers 
clamoured  for  theii-  prey.  The  bishop  hid  Eutropius  in  the 
sacristy,  and  confronted  the  angry  faces  which  seemed  to  menace 
his  own  life ;  he  allowed  himself  to  be  led,  a^  if  a  prisoner,  to  the 
palace,  where  he  easily  induced  Arcadius — appai^ently  a  kindly- 
Eiatured  man,  though  a  weak  prince — to  plead  with  the  soldiers 
himself,  and  urge  them  to  let  the  good  deeds  of  Eutropius  bo 
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set  against  the  maladmimsti'atioQ  which  had  produced  the  present 
trouble.  It  must  have  been  a  atran-^'e  sight,  the  Augustus  stoop- 
ing to  supplicate  his  soldiers,  who,  more  zealous  than  he  himself 
for  what  they  deemed  the  interest  of  the  State^  actually  brandished 
their  spears  in  his  sacred  presence.  However,  he  prevailed ;  and 
next  day  St.  Sophia  was  ci"0wded  by  such  a  multitude  as  an  Easter 
festival  might  have  drawn  together.  The  bi.shop  ascended  the 
ambon  and  caused  the  curtain  of  the  chaucel  to  be  drawn  aside,  so 
that  all  could  see  the  wreteliod  suppliant  crouclung  under  the 
holy  table,  "  more  frighteued,"  as  Chr^'sostom  mther  coarsely  puts 
it,  *'  than  a  hare  or  a  frog."  "  Vanity  of  vanities,  all  is  vanity!  " 
such  were  the  fii"st  words  from  the  golden  lips;  ^' words/'  he  pro- 
ceeded, "always  seasonable,  but  never  moi*e  seasonable  than  now." 
He  dilated  on  the  tremendous  changoof  fortune  which  had  befallen 
the  once  all-powerful  minister ;  and  though  he  could  not  refrain 
from  some  rhetorical  triumph  as  be  reminded  Eutropins  of  the 
attempt  made  to  abolish  the  privilege  of  asylum  which  he  had  now 
invoked,  and  which  for  the  present  secured  his  lil'e,  he  moved  the 
vast  audience  to  sympathy,  and  exhorted  them  to  address  the 
Emperor  in  favour  of  Eutropius.  The  fugitive,  some  days  later, 
Wiis  able  to  quit  the  church  ;  his  life  was  spai-ed,  but  he  was 
bimished  to  Cyprus  with  every  mark  of  legal  degradatioD.  Chryso- 
stom  preached  a  second  sermon  on  his  casL*.  Itiddimr  the  audience 
observe  that  the  Church  had  not  betrayed  him — he  had  freely  left 
her  precincts ;  and  then  the  preacher  went  on  to  genoitil  reflections 
on  the  fearlessness  characteristic  of  true  Christians,  the  instability 
of  riches  and  of  apparent  popularity,  the  tninsituiiuess  of  all 
earthly  life,  the  safety  to  be  found  Id  union  witli  Christ  and  in 
the  bosom  of  His  Church.  It  remains  to  add  that  Eudoxia  did  not 
rest  until  she  obtained  an  order  for  bringing  the  unhai>py  exile  to 
trial  at  Coustantinople ;  and,  on  the  highly  suspicious  pretext  of 
having  assumed  the  Emperor's  insignia,  he  was  condemned  and 
beheaded  at  Clialcedou  befoi-e  the  end  of  399. 

The  humiliation  of  the  imperial  name  was  redoubled  in  the 
year  following,  when  Gainas,  having  openly  joined  his  forces  to 
those  of  Tribigild,  with  whom  he  had  hud  a  secret  understand- 
ing, compelled  Arcadius  to  receive  him  on  his  own  terms  into 
Constantinople,  which,  in  the  expressive  phrase  of  Socrates,  was 
"  barbarian ized"  by  the  "myriads,"  bent  on  plunder  and  destruction. 
that  owned  him  as  their  chief.  He  demanded  that  a  church 
should  be  given  up  to  him  for  the  Arian  worship.     Arcadius,  it 
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is  said,  represented  to  Chrysostom  the  difficulty  in  which  he  found 
himself,  and  "requested  him  to  appease  Gainas  by  making  tliis 
concession."  Chrysostom  acted  like  Ambrose :  *'  I  never  will 
consent  to  expel  believers  in  the  Godhead  of  the  Word,  and 
aiirrender  the  temple  to  those  who  blaspheme  Him."  By  his 
desire  Gainas  and  he  were  confronted  with  each  other ;  and,  as 
Thdodoret  tells  the  story,  Gainas  pleaded  that  he  wanted  some 
place  in  which  to  pray.  "  You  can  pray  in  any  of  the  churches." 
'*  liut  I  belong  to  another  communion,  and  iny  services  to  the 
^empire  give  me  a  right  to  have  a  church  for  myself  and  my 
friends."  **  Your  rewaixls"  returned  Chrysostom,  "exceed  your 
services."  Theodoret,  who  pmbably,  after  his  maimer,  invented  a 
good  deal  of  this  colloquy,  affirms  that  *'  the  teacher  of  the  world  " 
fairly  silenced  the  Goth.  For  the  moment  a  {)eace  was  patched 
up  between  Arcadius  and  Gainas :  h>ut  soon  afterwards  the  latter 
hnally  broke  with  the  empire,  and  so  greatly  alarmed  its  capital 
that  Chrysostom  undertook  to  go  as  an  envoy  to  him  in  Thrace, 
whereupon  Gainas  showed  his  respect  by  drawing  the  bishop's 
luind  over  his  own  eyes  and  placing  liis  childi-en  at  the  bish(Ji)'s 
knees.  His  march  northward  was  opposed  by  the  Huns,  and 
he  fell  in  battle  with  them  a  few  weeks  after  he  had  quitted 
( 'onstaBtinople. 

The  see  of  Constantinople,  as  we  have  abeady  learned,  had  not 
received  from  the  Council  of  381  any  definite  jurisdiction  over  the 
Tbradan  "diocese,"  still  less  over  those  of  Fontus  and  "Asia." 
Jtut  occasions  would  arise  in  which  the  intervention  of  the  second 
church  in  CTiristendom  would  ho  naturally  requested,  and  thereby  a 
right  of  control  virtually  established  wliich  might  be  consolidated, 
2IS  it  was  at  the  Fourth  CEcumenical  Council,  into  a  canonical 
supremacy. 

Thus  we  find  that  when,  some  time  before  September,  400,  a 
number  of  bishops  met  at  Constantinople  on  Church  business,  a 
Lydian  prelate  named  Eusebius  stood  up  and  denounced  his  primate, 
Antoninus,  bishop  of  Ephesus,  then  present,  on  various  grotmds, 
nccufling  him  of  sacrilege  and  simony.  Chrj*sostom,  lieing  in  his 
own  church,  was  presiding  over  this  irregular  quasi-synod ;  and  to 
him,  therefore,  the  accusation  was  presented.  He  attemi>ted  to  hush 
up  the  matter.  "Brother  Eusebius,"  said  ho,  "men  often  bring 
forward  charges  under  the  impulse  of  angry  feeling,  and  do  not 
always  find  it  so  easy  to  make  them  good.  Withdraw  your  charge, 
1  beg  of  you ;  and  then  we  will  set  right  all  that  is  wrong  without 
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any  judicial  formality."  Euscbiua  was  simply  iiritated  by  this 
pacific  suggestion.  Chrysostom  then  desired  the  bishop  of  Heraclea, 
the  metropolitan  of  his  own  uburch,  to  tiy  his  hand  at  quieting 
down  the  accuser ;  and  he  himself  went  into  the  ctithedml  with 
the  other  bishops  to  celebrate  the  Eucharist.  He  bad  just  given 
the  openinj^  benediction,  "Peace  l>e  with  you,"  when  Eusebius, 
in  the  beii^ht  of  excitement,  followed,  went  up  to  the  bishop's  seat 
in  the  apse,  and  handed  in  a  duplicate  of  the  accusations,  adjuring 
Chrysostom,  "by  the  life  of  the  Emperor,  to  do  justice,"  To 
prevent  distiirl>ance,  Chrysostom  took  advantage  of  the  pause 
just  before  the  commencement  of  the  liturgy  of  the  faithful  to 
withdraw,  requesting  another  bishop  named  Pansophius  to  "ofler 
the  gifts."  and  resumed  consideration  of  the  case  after  8er\'ice  ; 
the  place  chosen  was  the  baptiateryj  afterwards  the  scene  of 
sacrilegious  violences  on  the  part  of  Chrysostom 's  foas.  All  his 
attempts  to  modify  Eusebius's  resolution  being  found  fmitless,  he 
went  formally  into  the  matter,  l>eginning  with  the  charge  of  simony, 
as  "the  most  horrible  of  all."  Antoninus  denied  it  point-blank, 
and  80  did  those  who  wei-e  said  to  have  bribett  or  paid  liim ;  but  as 
there  was  some  insufficiency  of  evidence,  Chrysostom  undertook  to 
go  into  Proconsular  Asia,  and  investigate  the  case  on  the  spot. 
Thereupon  /Vntoninus,  by  using  the  secret  influence  of  a  courfc 
magnate  whose  Asiatic  estates  were  under  his  management  (a 
curious  re\'ival  of  an  abuse  censured  by  St.  C*yprian),  procured 
from  the  Emjieror  a  prohibitory  message  to  Chrysostom,  "  It  befits 
not  you,  our  bishop,  to  leave  the  city  at  a  perilous  time  " — it  was 
before  the  Gainas  outbreak.  Chrysostom  saw  through  the  device> 
and  induced  the  meeting  of  bishops  to  send  three  of  their  number 
into  Asia  to  examine  witnesses :  but  one  of  them  was  a  friend  of 
Antoninus,  and  feigned  sickness ;  »md  the  latter  eluded  all  inquiry 
by  actually  bribing  the  original  accuser  to  keep  the  witnesses 
back. 

A  scandalous  state  of  things  was  thus  prolonged  in  the  Epheaian 
diocese.  But  Antoninus's  death  followed  very  shortly,  and  the 
bishops  and  clergy  conjured  (Jhrysostom  to  visit  Ephesus  and 
correct  abuses  which  had  been  fostered  in  part  by  Arianism  and 
in  part  by  corrupt  and  secularised  clergy,  some  of  whom  were 
now  intriguing  for  the  bishopric.  It  was  the  January  of  401 ; 
Chrysostom  was  unwell,  but  he  ilisregarded  all  difficulties,  and 
after  a  troublesome  voyage,  arrived  in  Ephesus,  having  left 
Severian,  bishop  of  Gabala,  as  his  representative  at  home.     A 
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Council  was  held.  ChiTsostom,  who  presided  as  the  arbiter  in- 
voked, stopped  the  debates  as  to  the  choice  of  a  bishop  for  Epheaua 
by  putting  forward  his  o^vn  deacon  Heraclidcs,  as  one  who  could 
not  be  the  object  of  any  local  preference  or  antipathy,  without 
considering  how  such  a  step  might  he  misrepresented ;  and 
Heraclides  was  enthroned  by  seventy  bishops.  Eusebius  then 
renewed  his  charges :  six  prelates  (not,  as  Theophilus  iil'terwards 
said,  sixteen)  who  had  been  simoniacally  consecrated  were  con- 
fronted with  the  witnesses,  and  at  lost  pleaded  guilty,  pretending 
that  they  had  understood  the  money  to  be  only  what  was  usually 
|)aid  for  exemption  from  "  curial  "  or  municipal  burdens.  It  was 
ordered  that  they  should  be  deposed,  but  allowed  still  t^  com- 
municate within  the  sanctuary,  and  be  reimbursed  by  the  heirs 
of  Antoninus. 

Chrysostom  then  proceeded  to  depose  Gerontius,  bishop  of 
Nicomodia,  whose  story  was  a  strange  one  enough.  He  had  been 
deacon  under  Ambrose;  he  had  there  pretended  to  have  caught  a 
monster  of  a  demon-kind,  and  set  it  to  do  slave's  work  in  a  mill : 
for  thia  romancing  he  was  put  under  penance,  but  being  a  man 
of  raaoQXce.  skilful  in  medicine  and  a  plausible  speaker,  ho  quitted 
Vilftn  and  "  as  if  kughing  Ambrose  to  scorn  "  repaired  to  Con- 
stantinople and  gained  friends  in  the  imperial  palace,  by  whose 
infloence  he  acquired  his  see.  No  less  dignified  a  prelate  than 
HeUadioB  of  Ca&sarea — perhaps  during  the  vacancy  of  the 
see  of  Constantinople,  perhaps  by  the  consent  of  Nectarius — 
performed  the  consecration,  in  return,  we  are  assured,  for 
G^routius's  exertions  in  procuring  for  his  son  a  high  post  at  the 
court,  Ambrose,  justly  indignant,  wrote  to  Nectarius,  urging  him 
lo  depose  G«rontius ;  but  the  Nicomedians  had  become  so  much 
attached  to  their  new  prelate,  and  set  so  high  a  value  on  his 
medical  services  rendered  to  rich  and  poor  alike,  that  they  stoutly 
resiBted  Nectaiius  when  he  took  up  the  case  (as  he  did  in  earnest), 
and  practically  obliged  him  to  let  Gerontius  alone.  But  they  had 
now  to  deal  with  a  loftier  spiiit.  Chrysostom  deposed  Gerontius, 
and  appointed  in  his  plac«  an  amiable  man  named  Pansophius, 
who  had  been  "  pasdagogus,"  or  guanliao-stirvant,  to  Eudoxia. 
But  in  this  proceeding  the  consent  of  the  people  had  been — it 
would  be  said,  unavoidably — dis[>ensed  with :  they  were  vehement 
in  their  resistance,  even  making  processions  in  the  streets  of  their 
own  city  and  of  Constantinople,  as  if,  says  Sozomen,  there  had 
been  an  earthquake  or  a  drought,  singing  psalms  and  praying  that 
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"  their  biahop  Gerontius "  might  be  spared  to  them.  All  his 
kindnesses  were  recounted,  and  his  merits,  whatever  they  were, 
exaggerated  ;  but  Chrysostom  wns  immovable,  and  he  had  power 
to  carry  out  his  sentence.  The  Nicomediana  had  at  last  to  give 
way :  they  rtscoived  Pansopbius,  but  "  with  fear  and  hatred  ;  "  and 
this  case,  with  that  of  the  other  deposed  pi-elates,  while  it  must 
have  endeared  Chrysostom  to  all  strict  and  zealous  Churchmen, 
gave  occasion  to  the  aggrieved  parties  to  represent  him  as  a  harsh 
disciplinarian,  who  did  not  hesitate  to  usurp  authority  and  set 
at  nought  the  rights  of  other  bishops, — even  as,  later  on, 
Theophilus  of  Alexandria,  in  a  violent  pamphlet,  attributed  his 
proceedings  in  Asia  to  a  "  passion  for  duiiiiimoring," 

Little  recked  Chiysostom  of  murmurs  prompted  by  what,  in 
Ids  view,  was  the  natural  animosity  of  pimished  ofleudera  towards 
a  judge.  He  returned  home,  about  May,  401,  after  some  months' 
absence  (Palladius  exaggerates  the  time  sjHjnt  in  the  inquiiy),  and 
found  his  people  altogether  '*  such  as  he  would/'  Their  shouts  of 
welcome  "  pierced  the  sky."  They  had  longed  for  him ;  their 
Easter,  without  him,  had  lost  some  of  its  brightness :  many 
baptisms,  however,  had  signalised  its  commencement,  and  success* 
ful  controversies  had  been  carried  on  against  heresy.  According 
to  Sozomen,  the  faithful  had  also  been  more  devout,  ever  since  the 
fall  of  Eutropius,  in  singing  "  Ihe  hymns  used  night  and  moniing  *' 
— a  custom  which  he  may  be  right  in  connecting  with  a  well-known 
incident  which  reminds  us  of  St.  Ambrose,  as  do  some  other 
features  of  Chrysostom's  career.  The  Arians  of  Constantinople 
wei'e  not  allowed  to  assemble  for  worship  within  the  city;  bnt 
usually,  on  Sundays  and  Saturdays,  before  holding  their  regular 
8er\'ice  outside  the  walls,  they  "  assembled  in  the  porticoes  within 
the  city  gates  "  during  the  night,  divided  themselves  into  choirs, 
and  sang  antiphonal  hymns  ex])res8ive  of  Arian  doctrine  and  pro- 
vocative to  Catholic  ears ;  then,  as  morning  dawned,  they  passed 
through  the  city,  still  keeping  up  the  sjime  chant,  to  their  place 
of  worship  outside  in  the  suburb  called  Exokionium.  It  must 
certainly  have  been  galling  for  the  Catholics  to  hear,  again  and 
again,  the  strain  of  heretical  defiance,  which  after  a  time  was  intro- 
duced into  this  hymnody — "  Where  now  are  they  that  call  the 
Three  'One  Power*?" — and  Chrysostom  was  naturally  led  to 
organize  Catholic  hymnody  during  the  night,  and  on  a  grander 
scale  than  the  Arians  could  achieve.  The  Empi^ess  entei^d  into 
his  plan,  and  provided  the  Catholic  singers  with  silver  cit^sses  on 
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which  lighted  tapera  were  fixeU.  A  collision,  however,  was  the 
restilt.  as  any  man  of  less  iuipctuouszeal  and  more  woildly  wisdom 
would  easily  have  anticipated.  The  Ariane,  although  under  the 
&x)wn  of  the  govemmeat,  were  too  strong  a  body  to  take  quietly 
what  they  re^garded  a.s  au  insult,  and  one  uigbt  attacked  their 
rivals.  Briso,  a  member  of  the  Empress's  household,  who  was  the 
appointed  manager  of  the  Catholic  procession,  was  hit  in  the  fore- 
head with  a  stone,  and  some  deaths  took  place  on  both  sides.  The 
Emperor  thereupon  forbade  the  Arians  to  sing  hymns  in  public ; 
but  the  Catholics  kept  up  the  custom  for  long  years  after. 

AU  was  not  so  satisfactory  >vithin  the  Church  body  as  Chrysu- 
stom  liad  at  lirst  supposed.  His  substitute,  Severian,  had  become 
popular  as  a  preacher ;  Arcudius  himself  admired  his  sermons, 
although  his  pronunciation  retained  something  of  "  the  hai-ah  accent 
of  the  Syrians,"  which  would  be  sure  to  displease  the  fastidious 
ears  of  Constantinople.  When  Chi-ysostom  retmned,  Saiupion  told 
him  that  Severian  had  been  caballing  against  him,  and  trying  to 
"  steal  the  hearts  '*  of  his  flock ;  and  expressed  his  own  dislike  of 
the  Syrian  prelate  by  not  rising  to  salute  him  as  he  passed  by. 
Severian  broke  out  angrily :  "  If  Sarapiou  die  a  Chiistiau  "  (or, 
perhaps,  "  a  cleric  "),  "  Clirist  did  not  become  man."  Witnesses 
come  forward  to  denounce  him  for  this  speech  ;  jind  Sarapion,  it  is 
said,  actually  garbled  it,  by  &up[>res3ing  the  conditional  clause  1 
Even  as  it  was  uttei'ed,  it  was  bad  enough  ;  and,  according  to 
Socrates,  Chrysostom  immediately  drove  Seveiian  out  of  the  city. 
Eudoxia,  vexed  at  this  treatment  of  one  whom  she  admired  as  a 
preacher,  sent  for  him  back  from  Chalcedon  :  great  efforts  wei^ 
oaed  to  make  Chr)'sostom  receive  him  again  into  friendship ;  and 
at  last,  after  Eudoxia  had  so  foi-  condescended  as  to  place  her 
infant  son  on  Chr)'sostom'3  knees  in  the  Apostles*  church,  tlie 
austere  resolution  of  the  bishop  gave  way.  But  his  faithful 
adherents  had  also  to  be  mollified;  and  he  exhorted  them  for 
peace*  sake  to  be  reconciled  to  his  "  brother."  On  the  next  day 
Severian  also  delivered  a  discourse  on  the  blessings  of  Christian 
concord ;  and  the  quarrel  was  thus^  to  all  appearance,  brought  to 
an  end.  Here  also  must  end  our  survey  of  the  brighter  days  of 
thifl  great  episcopate  :  in  Montfaucon's  words,  <ul  ti-istia  diu^mur. 


CHAPTER  XXIX. 

ST.  chrysostom's  karlfer  troubles. 

A  GREAT  Storm  seldom  bursts  without  ominous  tokens,  like  the 
cloud  tliat  "  rosQ  out  of  the  aeo."  And  so,  in  this  case  of  a  great  in- 
ilividuiU  persecution,  tragical  perhaps  beyond  all  others  on  record, 
whiclt,  as  we  look  back  at  it,  seems  to  darken  the  whole  coming  in  of 
the  fifth  century,  we  may  say  that  an  observant  ecclesiastic  of  Con- 
stantinople in  401,  who  had  his  bishop's  interest  and  his  Chm-ch's 
peace  at  heait,  could  have  discerned  at  least  that  both  were  menaced 
by  various  hostile  elements,  which  were  gathering  towards  a  point  of 
combination.  Chrysostom,  in  fact,  was  a  man  to  "  kindle  resent- 
ment "  as  well  as  to  inspire  affection  ;  and,  to  begin  nearest  home, 
he  had  provoked  the  animosity  of  some  clerics,  especially  of  two 
priests  and  five  deacons,  whose  laxity  of  condaict  had  incurred  the 
bishop's  reproof  or  who  hated  him  for  his  zeal  in  the  cauBe  of 
discipline  ;  and  of  three  rich,  self-important  widows,  whose  ill-gotten 
wealth  had  been  as  ill  employed,  whose  pride  revolted  against  his 
stem  denunciations  of  rapacity,  wliile  their  vanity  was  wounded 
by  his  sarcasms  about  *'  old  women  dressing  up  like  girlfi."  There 
were  also  two  or  three  officijils  attached  to  the  court  who  for  some 
reason  had  a  grudge  against  Chrysostom ;  there  were  some  persons 
whom  Olympiaa  had  supplied  with  funds,  until  Chrysostom  advised 
her  to  be  more  discriminating  in  her  bounty ;  there  were  nobles 
who  had  taken  offence  at  his  plain  sjieaking— he  himself  has  said 
that  a  "  man  justly  admonished  was  apt  to  become  his  monitor's 
foe;"  and  even  Eudosda  had  Ite^nn  to  dwhko  a  preacher  who 
had  so  little  indulgence  for  court  luxury,  who  would  not  condone 
her  faults  on  the  score  of  her  church-going  or  her  gifts,  and 
perhaps  we  may  add,  whose  diaplen.surc  ngainst  Severian  she  had 
soothed  with  so  much  ditficulty.  at  the  cost  of  so  much  humiliation. 
Three  bishops  must  be  mentioned  as  hostile  to  him  on  special 
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grounds :  Severian,  who  had  not  really  forgotten,  or  forgiven,  his 
ejection  from  the  city;  Antiochus  of  Ptolemais,  who  was  so 
pleasing  a  speaker  that  he  hlniself  was  by  some  styled  "  Chryso- 
Btom  ; "  ancl  Acacias  of  Bercca.  who,  on  visiting  Constantinople, 
was  disgusted  to  find  that  he  was  not  to  be  enteitained  at  the 
bishop's  house,  and  said  in  the  presence  of  ceitain  clerics,  "  I 
will  cook  a  dish  for  him ! "  These  prelates,  PoUadius  telb  us, 
endeavoured,  throuc^h  inquiries  at  Antioch  canied  ou  by  a  nionk 
named  Isaac,  to  find  out  something  against  Chrysostom  s  character ; 
and  failing  to  do  so,  they  sent  to  Alexandria  and  invoked  the  aid 
of  Theophilus.  But  before  we  trace  the  lino  which  thnt  prolate 
took  in  regard  to  one  whose  appointment  hail  so  amch  annoyed 
him,  we  must  look  back  somewhat  to  a  controversy  in  which  he 
had  involved  himself — the  famous,  though  painful,  dispute  on 
the  merits  or  demerits  of  Grigou's  theology  j  or,  as  it  was  more 
personally  regarded  at  that  time,  ou  the  theological  position  of  the 
great  Alexandrian  himself,  who  had  died  about  a  hundred  and  fifty 
years  before. 

This  question,  as  we  may  remember,  had  separated  two  old 
friends,  whose  intimacy  might  otherwise  have  ranked  among  the 
many  beautiful  friendships  of  Christian  history.  Jerome  had 
been  a  great  admirer  of  Origen's  writings ;  in  384  he  had  scorn- 
fully put  aside  the  imputation  of  heresy,  as  brought  against 
Origen  by  mean  men  jealous  of  his  fame.  But  in  391^  he  had  dis- 
owned the  charge  of  being  an  "  Origenist,"  when  brought  against 
him  by  a  zealot  named  Aterbius,  and  bad  distinguished  between 
what  he  approved  and  what  he  rejected  in  the  various  speculations 
of  a  voluminous  writer,  Euiinus  of  Aquileia,  who  was  at  that 
time  in  Palestine  and  lived  only  at  a  short  distance  from  Jerome, 
bad  equally  been  accused  of  Origenizing,  but  had  remained  silent. 
Then,  about  Easter  of  394^  ensued  the  acrimonious  discussion  into 
which  Epiphanius,  in  the  heat  of  his  auti-Origenusing  zeal,  di*ew 
John,  bishop  of  Jerusalem ;  and  Jerome  supported  the  rough  old 
Cypriot  bishop  against  a  prelate  who  had,  as  he  thought,  more 
thorough  sympathy  with  Origenistic  theorisings  than  he  chose  to 
avow,  and  who,  provoked  by  Epiphanius,  had  spoken  violently 
against  superstitious  or  imspiritunl  ideas  of  God,  The  contest 
became  bitter  between  Jerome  and  Epiphauius  ou  the  one  hand, 
and  Kufinus  and  John  on  the  other;  uud  painful  personalities 
were  mingled,  on  both  sides,  with  the  real  and  grave  issues 
raised  by  the  whole  discussion. 

VOL.  IL  E 
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After  allowing  for  much  ]>reju(iice  and  injustice,  we  must 
acknowledgti  that,  noble  :is  was  Origen's  life,  and  splendid  as  was 
the  examjjle  which  it  ^vo  to  Chiistian  students,  he  had  Platonized 
over  much  (althoiigh.  Dr.  Bigg  considers,  less  than  Clement)  in  hLs 
anxiety  to  commend  Christianity  to  inquirers  bred  up  in  Greek 
schools.  The  followinjj:  paints  may  be  taken  as  summarising  the 
peculiarities  which  caiisod  disquiet :  (1)  the  extent  to  which  he 
carried  allegorism  in  his  interpretation  both  of  the  0!d  and  New 
Testaments ;  (2)  his  bold  recourse  to  the  theory  of  the  pre-existence 
of  aoula,  as  all  essentially  equal  and  free,  and  susceptible,  accord- 
ing to  their  var3dng  moral  ]>ositions,  of  disciplinary  and  corrective 
treatment  in  various  worlds  ;  (3)  in  his  Christology,  the  recog- 
nition of  Christ's  eternal  Sonship  and  essential  Deity  was  dis- 
counted by  his  assertion  that  prayer  in  the  proper  sense  was 
due  to  the  Father  alone ;  (4)  a  "  Clementine  "  dLsparagement  of 
Clirist's  redemptive  work  as  compared  with  His  illuminative ;  (5) 
an  apparent,  though  tentative,  approach  to  UniversalLnm,  l>oth  as 
regaided  the  wicked  among  men  and  Satan  himself;  (6)  a 
supposed  negation  of  the  rasxirrection  of  the  body,  which,  however, 
might  be  merely  an  insistence  on  the  spiritual  or  Pauline  view 
of  it ;  (7)  the  vacillation  and  inconsistency  of  his  statements, 
which  seemed  to  involve  all  Christifm  doctrine  in  a  haze,  so  that 
minds  of  the  conservative  type  did  not  see  what  he  would  be  at, 
or  where  his  speculations  would  issue.  Such  minds  might 
honestly,  and  not  unreasonably,  bo  perplexed  about  "  Origenism." 

Yet  even  Jerome  could  not  deny  that  Origen  was  not  altogether 
heterodox ;  he  often  said  that  he  read  Origen  discriminatingly,  and 
appreciated  his  wonderful  industry  and  devout  zeal.  "  Don't  think," 
he  once  says,  "  that  I  condemn  all  that  Origen  wrote ;  this  is  how 
his  undiscriminating  admii'ers  misrepresent  me."  But  the  anti- 
Origenistic  movement  seemed  so  likely  to  be  itself  undiscrimi- 
nating, that  John  and  Rufinus  wrote  to  Theojihilus,  hoping  to  enlist 
liis  support ;  they  thought  that  Thcophilus,  as  a  scholarly  and 
well-informed  person,  would  throw  his  weight  on  the  side  opposed 
to  thflt  narrow  and  unspiritual  mode  of  interpreting  certain 
passages  of  Scripture  which  was  often,  as  we  shall  see,  associated 
with  the  most  pronounced  and  rigorous  anti-OrigeniBm,  and  the 
maintainers  of  which  were  stigmatized  as  "  Anthropomorphites." 
It  was  at  their  request  that  Theophilus  resolved  to  intervene: 
60  that  when,  about  Whitsuntide  396,  there  appeared  in  Pales- 
tine the  Alexandrian  priest  Isidore,  the  well-known  friend  and 
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agent  of  Theophilus,  commissioned  by  iiim  to  labour  for  peace 
between  the  opponents,  Jerome  regarded  hiin  as  altogether  a 
]'artisan  of  John  and  as  an  '*  Origenist."  Isidore  visited  Jerome 
liiiice,  but  took  up  a  dictatorial  attitude,  so  that  nothing  came  of 
their  conferences ;  and  he  retunied  to  Egypt  with  a  letter  to 
Tlieophilus  from  John,  which  had  been  written  "  in  hi.s  presence, 
and  Lirgely  with  his  help/'  says  Jerome—a  letter  in  which  John, 
vrhile  defending  his  own  line  of  conduct,  attacked  Jerome  in 
terras  wliich  the  latter  describes  as  "  biting  and  insulting.'* 
Tlieophilus  received  from  this  letter  an  unfavourable  impression 
respecting  Jerome,  and  was  also  disposed  to  regard  Epiphanius  as 
an  Anthropomorphite.  For  a  time  he  would  not  "write  to  Jerome  ; 
at  last  he  sent  him  a  letter,  partly  intended  to  enforce  on  the 
monk  of  Bethlehem  his  duty  of  obedience  to  the  bishop  of  Jeru- 
salem. Jerome  answered  briefly,  and  told  Theophilus  that  his 
Blackness  to  condemn  Origenism  was  "  displeasing  to  many  holy 
persons  "  and  would  tend  to  strengthen  the  Origenistic  party. 

After  this  letter  was  \vritten,  Jernme  was  reconciled  to  Rnfinus, 
when  the  latter  was  on  the  point  of  returning  to  Europe.  They 
•'  joined  hands "  solemnly  at  a  Communion  in  the  Chapel  of  the 
Sepulchre.  Rufinus,  on  arrinng  at  Eome,  was  persuaded  by  one 
Macanus,  whom  he  describes  as  "  illustrious  for  his  faith,  learning, 
birtli,  and  character,"  and  who  wanted  arguments  against  fatalism, 
to  translate  into  Latin  the  "  Defence  of  Origen  "  written  by  the 
martyr  Pamphilus  who  had  been  the  "  literary  guide  of  Eusebius." 
Kutinns  was  loth  to  attempt  it ;  lie  had  not,  he  said,  for  thirty 
years  done  anything  in  Latin.  But  he  yielded  to  Macarius's 
urgency,  translate*!  the  lx>ok,  and  added  a  very  short  essay,  in- 
tended to  show  that  the  heretical  passages  in  Origen  were,  in  fact, 
interpolations  made  by  heretics.  Not  content  with  this  gratifica- 
tion of  his  wishes,  Maearins  induced  Rnfinus  to  translate,  in  398, 
Origen'a  work  "On  Principles" — the  work  which  had  given  more 
cause  for  offence  than  any  other  of  his  writings.  Rufinus  prefixed 
to  hia  version  a  few  remarks,  refen-ing  to  Jerome,  "  his  brother  and 
colleague,"  as  having  set  an  example  of  translating  part  of  Origen's 
writings,  and  also  of  e]q:>urgating  what  he  translated,  wherever 
the  Greek  text  was  at  variance  with  orthodoxy.  This  freedom, 
extraordinary  to  our  modem  notions  of  fidelity,  Rufinus  avowed 
himself  to  have  used  so  far  as  to  suppress  what  was  inconsistent 
with  Origen's  other  writings.  Jerome,  when  he  became  awai*e 
of  itt  was  offended  bv  the  allusion  to  his  own  performances ;  he 
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thought  it  was  an  aitifice  intended  to  conunit  him,  in  the  view  of 
Eaifinus  s  readers,  to  the  same  view  of  Origeu  which  Itufinus  took. 
The  translation  got  abroad  before  Rufiuus  had  fully  revised  it ; 
Buiinus  complained  that  it  hnd  been  purloined  from  his  cell  by- 
Jerome  s  agents,  and  circubited,  without  his  sanction,  in  an  incom- 
plete state ;  and  a  new  controversy  began.  The  devout  and 
learned  Marcella  was  the  first  to  denounce  what  she  deemed  a 
fresh  outburst  of  heresy.  A  groat  many  laymen,  and  some  monks 
and  priests,  had  welcomed  the  new  tmuslation  ;  even  Pope  Siri- 
cius,  in  what  Jerome  calls  his  "simplicity,"  thought  well  of  it, 
and  gave  Rutinus  a  letter  of  communion  to  be  taken  to  the  bishop 
of  his  native  Aquileia,  whither  he  was  about  to  remove  himself. 
But  Marcella — who  seems  to  have  been  not  unalfected  by  the  homage 
of  bur  own  circle^*'  publicly  declared  "  against  the  book,  and  was 
joined  by  other  Eoman  friends  of  Jerome,  e3i>ecially  rammachius 
(Paula's  learned  son-in-law)  and  Oceanus,  who  sent  to  him  a  copy 
brought  to  them  by  a  **  holy  brother,"  and  requested  him  to  trans- 
late Oiigen's  treatise  himself,  and  so  exhibit  the  real  meaning 
of  the  author.  Jerome  complied;  and  withal  wrote  to  his  two 
friends,  condemning  Origen  as  a  precursor  of  Ariauism,  explaining 
the  point  of  view  from  which  he  hail  quoted  hira»  warmly  acknow- 
ledging his  personal  merits,  contending  that  he  should  be  read  with 
critical  caution,  and  rejecting  the  hypothesis  that  his  text  had 
been  corrupted  by  heretics — a  theory,  be  afterwards  observed, 
which  might  have  very  wide  application.  Pammachius,  on  read- 
ing Jerome's  version,  was  shocked  at  Origen's  heterodoxy,  and 
kept  the  manascript  shut  up  in  his  desk,  until  "  a  certain  brother  " 
lK)rrowBd  it,  and  thus  copies  were  made  of  it,  but  hastily  and 
inaccurately,  so  as  to  throw  both  *'  order  and  sense  "  into  confusion. 
At  this  point  in  the  dispute,  Theophilus  o}ieuly  i^assed  over  to 
the  side  of  the  anti-Origenists.  He  had  found  that  his  position  in 
Egypt,  among  a  great  number  of  ill-informed  and  enthusiastic 
monks,  woiild  bo  untenable  if  he  remained  undur  the  suspicion  of 
favouring  the  "  heresy "  which  was  imputed  to  all  who  did  not 
expressly  condemn  Origen.  The  majority  of  these  monks  were 
wont  to  hate  and  dread  all  "  spiiitualising  "  treatment  of  Scripture ; 
not  only  such  as  would  evacuate  the  sacred  history  of  its  litertd 
trath,  but  that  by  which  instructed  Christians  in  all  ages — and 
in  that  age  Clirysostom,  Augustine,  and  Epipluinius  himself — have 
interpreted  its  "  anthropomorphic  "  representations  of  the  divine 
nature  as  adaptations  to  the   incapacity  of  childlike  minds  for 
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fibstTftct  ideas  of  God.  Thoir  habits  of  life  indisposed  them  to 
reflection :  the  necessarily  economic  language  of  the  Old  Testa- 
ment, and,  in  part,  of  the  New,  had  become  in  ita  outward  letter 
a  constituent  of  their  religious  belief;  or,  as  Neander  well  ex- 
presses it^  "  wholly  sensuous  forms  of  conception "  were  to  them 
the  only  way  of  apprehending  that  wliich  was  held  fast  by  theii- 
i\;ligioiis  consciousness,  so  tliat  "  he  who  robbed  them  of  the  one 
seemed  also  to  deprive  them  of  the  other."  Iliey  "  took/'  says 
Sozomen,  "the  sacred  words  about  the  eyes,  face,  hands  of  God, 
without  examination."  Their  archbishop,  in  his  Paschal  letter  of 
399,  had  insisted,  peremptorily  and  absolutely,  on  the  imma- 
teriality of  God.  A  grtiat  storm  of  indignation  followed.  One 
venerable  Anthropomorphite,  Sarapion,  was  indeed  conduced  by 
discussion  with  a  deacon  from  Cappadocia ;  but  the  shock  to  his 
religious  feelings  was  so  great  that  while  he  and  his  brethren  were 
engaged  in  devotion,  he  biu-st  into  tears  and  exclaimed,  "They 
have  taken  away  my  God,  and  I  know  not  whom  to  adore !  " 
The  idea  of  God  had  become  a  blank  to  him,  when  he  was 
deprived  of  his  old  material  medium  of  conceiving  it.  But  the 
temper  of  many  of  his  brethren  was  much  more  obstinate ;  they 
actually  hastened  to  jVlexandria,  and  menaced  the  archbishop 
as  an  impious  man  deserving  of  death.  He  readily  and  smoothly 
answered,  "  I  look  on  you  as  on  the  face  of  Grod."  It  was 
enough :  he  had  pronounced  one  of  their  favourite  phrases,  and 
they  assumed  that  he  used  it  in  their  sense.  '*  Why,  then," 
they  demanded  in  the  dictatorial  tone  assumed  at  that  time  by 
many  monks,  and  illustrative  of  one  of  the  abuses  of  monasticism, 
"  why  do  you  not  condemn  Origen  ?  "  **  I  have  already/'  he 
answered,  "  resolved  on  doing  so." 

Was  it,  men  might  well  ask,  in  consequence  of  simple  con- 
viction as  to  the  errors  involved  in  Origcn's  theology  that  Theo- 
-pbilus  took  this  unexpected  course  ?  We  have  seen  one  of  his 
personal  reasons,  and  we  are  told  by  Pal!udiu3»  the  biographer 
of  Chrysoatom — who,  however,  it  must  be  remembered,  is  a 
hostile  witness — that  tliere  was  another  auch  behind :  he  had 
quarrelled  with,  or  lather  had  conceived  an  animosity  against,  his 
old  friend  Isidore,  the  "  hospitaller  '*  of  his  church,  on  account  of  an 
aftont  put  upon  him,  as  he  conceived,  by  Isidore's  fulfilment  of 
the  solemn  charge  given  him  by  a  lich  Alexandrian  widow,  to  spend 
a  thousand  pieces  of  gold  in  buying  clothes  for  poor  women  with- 
out the  knowledge  of  the  archbishop — who  was  certain,  if  he  got 
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hold  of  the  money,  to  spend  it  on  "buildings  which  were  not 
needed  by  the  Church."  Theophilus>  we  are  told,  found  out  this 
transaction  :  the  money  was  spent,  and  he  said  nothing  at  the 
time  ;  but  two  months  later,  he  handed  to  Isidore  a  paper  con- 
taining a  terrible  accusation,  endeavoured  to  hire  secretly  a  person 
who  should  play  the  part  of  accuser,  and,  when  the  attempt  failed^ 
excommunicated  Isidore,  who  lied  for  shelter  to  the  Nitrian  cells. 
Here,  then,  lay  another  inducement  to  an  attack  upon  Origenism, 
since  the  recluses  of  that  famous  monastic  settlement,  '*  on  the 
saltpetre  mountain  which  bordered  on  the  Scetic  desert,"  were 
opposed  to  anthrapomoi-phism,  and  were  regarded  accordingly  as 
Origeuistfl. 

Theophilus,  having  once  determined  to  begin  work  as  an  anti- 
Oiigenist,  acted  with  characteristic  determination.  He  denounced 
the  Origenists  in  a  synod  held  late  in  31)0  or  eaily  in  400 ;  he 
forbade  the  reading  of  Origen's  works;  he  wrote  to  Anastasius, 
the  successor  of  Siricius,  exhorting  him  to  put  down  OriguiiLsm  iu 
Italy  :  and  Anastasius,  who  was  probably  out  of  hia  depth  in  the 
matter,  condemned  Origuuism  in  a  Roman  synod,  informed  the 
bishop  of  ililan  to  that  effect^  and  summoned  Ruiiniis  to  Rome 
to  pm-ge  himself  from  th«  charge  of  inisbBliof.  Still,  Anastasius 
was  not  disposed  to  assume,  without  proof,  that  liutinus  was 
committed  to  Origenism ;  he  \sTote  to  John  of  Jerusalem,  saying 
that  Rutinus's  intention  in  translating  the  offensive  treatise  was 
known  to  God  only,  and  if  he  meant  to  expose  Origen's  unsound- 
ness his  work  was  to  be  approved.  Rufinus  uatuiully  considered 
himself  aggrieved  by  the  reading  at  Milan,  on  the  pait  of  Eusebius 
the  pope's  messenger,  of  an  incorrect  copy  of  his  work,  and  also 
by  Jerome's  letter  to  Pammachius  ;  and  he  wi-ote  his  two  books  of 
Apolog}'  (otherwise  insitliously  known  as  his  "  Invectives ")  by 
way  of  reply  to  Jerome — but  before  he  received  Jerome's  first  two 
books  of  attack  upon  him — ami  he  also  sent  a  shorter  "  Apology  "  to 
Anastasius.  \n  this  latter  production  he  insisted  on  his  lifelong 
professed  Churchmanship,  set  forth  his  belief  in  terms  of  studieti 
orthodoxy — especially  as  to  the  Resurrection  ami  the  Judgment 
—professed  himself  to  be  the  translator,  not  the  champion,  of 
Origen,  and  excused  himself  on  the  ground  of  Ul-health  from  going 
to  Rome.  It  is  observable  that  he  sets  up  as  a  standard  the  faith 
taught  at  Rome,  Alexandria,  his  own  Aiiuileia,  and  Jerusalem. 
To  get  clear  of  this  painful  quarrel,  let  it  be  said  that  Jerome 
attacked  Ruiinus  in  two  books  which  were  conveyed  by  some 
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"  tnder  "  to  Aquilela  after  Rufinus  had  iiuishod  Lis  own  two  books 
of  Apology  ;  and  the  latter  had  but  "  two  days  "  allowed  him  by 
lliis  basty  man  of  business,  in  which  to  notice  Jerome's  attack. 
The  result  was  a  vehement  letter,  now  lost,  but  the  pui-port  of 
which  can  be  discerned  from  Jerome's  answer  in  the  third  book 
"Agaiuat  Rufinus/' — a  fierce  answer  certainly,  but  containing 
one  passage  in  which  Jerame's  hi>;her  self  <;aiQed  the  mafitery : 
he  must,  for  the  moment,  have  hated  the  spirit  of  wi-angliug  which 
was  his  bane.  ^'  I  call  Jesus  the  Mediator  to  witueas,  that  1 
write  thus  most  unwillingly,  and  unless  you  provoke  me  1  will 
for  ever  be  silent.  .  .  .  How  can  it  edify  the  hearers  to  watch  a 
duel  between  two  old  men  about  heretics,  especially  when  both 
wish  to  be  thought  Catholics  ?  .  .  .  Let  us  condemn  Origou  as 
earnesUy  as  we  once  praised  luiu ;  ...  let  us  join  hands,  unite 
hearts.  .  .  .  We  erred  in  youth,  let  us  amend  in  old  age.  If  you 
are  my  brotherj  rejoice  at  my  coming  li^'ht.  If  I  am  your  friend, 
I  ought  to  rejoice  at  your  conversion.'*  Gootl  words,  which  did 
not  come  to  anything ;  Jerome  could  not,  or  would  not,  believe 
that  Enfinus  did  not  commit  himself  to  Origenism.  The  old 
friendship  was  never  restored;  and  even  when  Rufinius  died, 
Jerome  allowed  himself  to  describe  the  event  as  *'  the  burial  of  a 
acorpion." 

Wearied  and  angered  as  Rufinus  was,  amid  the  din  of  imputa- 
tions and  denunciations,  he  was  happy  in  not  being  subject  to  the 
power  of  the  Alexandrian  see.  For  now,  in  401,  Theuphilus  put 
forth  all  his  authority  against  those  who,  being  ^nthin  his  jmiadic- 
tion,  were  suspected  of  Origonizing.  He  began  the  year  by  pro- 
nouncing strongly  against  Origen's  errors  in  a  Paschal  letter — the 
&nt  of  his  that  is  e.xtaut — towards  the  close  of  which  was  a 
saihcienily  intelligible  allusion  to  the  conceit  and  perversity  of  the 
monks  of  ^^itrla.  And  now  he  was  preparing  to  go  beyond  mere 
words.  He  had,  in  conjunction  with  Auaatasius,  proi^ured  from 
the  civil  power  an  important  weapou  for  the  auti-Origenist  crusade. 
The  two  Emperors,  as  Anastasius  expresses  it,  agreed  to  prohibit 
all  '*  servants  of  God  "  from  reading  Origen,  and  to  treat  as  criminals 
those  who  were  pi-oved  to  disregaixl  the  pi-ohibition.  This  could  be 
turned  to  account  against  the  Nitrians  ;  and  among  the  latter  the 
most  eminent  were  those  who  are  famous  in  Church  history  as  the 
four  Tall  Brothers,  Dioscorus,  Ainmouiua,  Eusebius,  and  Euth}^^ius. 
They  were  now  aged  men,  who  in  early  life  had  retii-ed  into  the 
southem  wOdemess,  and  built  themselves  cabins,  where  they  prayed 
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and  studied,  aud  worked  with  their  own  hands  just  enough  to  procure 
a  scanty  subsistence.  In  later  days  they  had  Ijeen  confessors 
for  the  faith  under  Valens  ;  they  were  supposed  to  understand  the 
hai*dest  passnges  of  Scripture,  aud  had  long  been  honoured  among 
the  monastic  fathers  of  Egyjit.  For  some  time  they  were  greatly 
respected  and  liked  by  Theophilus.  He  paid  them  visits,  as  he 
often  did  to  eminent  monks ;  and  he  forced  on  Dioscoms  the 
bishopric  of  Hermopolis  the  Lesser,  and  on  Eusebius  and  EuthyTnius 
*'  the  dignity  of  cleiics  "  and  the  stewardship  of  Alexandrian  Church 
property.  This  took  place  as  early  as  394.  Ammonius  remained 
in  the  desert,  and  was  famed  for  his  humility  and  self-discipline, 
and  also  for  his  studiousness :  he  was  said  to  know  the  Scriptures 
by  heart.  It  was  he  who,  when  visiting  liome  with  Athanasins, 
had  shown  no  sort  of  interest  about  any  other  buildings  than  the 
churches  of  SS.  Peter  and  Paul^  and  who  had  cut  off  his  left  ear 
iu  oixler  to  avoid  apiwintment  to  the  episcopate.  The  connexion 
between  the  brothers  and  Theophilus  was  broken,  in  the  first 
instance,  by  the  gradual  discovery,  on  the  part  of  Eusebiiis  and 
Euthymius,  of  the  prelate's  worldly  and  avaricious  temper;  they 
refused,  in  spite  of  his  urgency,  to  i-emain  with  him,  and  returned 
to  the  desert,  while — if  the  story  given  by  Socrates  be  substantially 
true — he  threatened  them  with  all  the  consequences  of  provoking 
his  wrath. 

Theophilus  had  now,  as  we  have  seen,  made  his  peace  with 
the  superstitious  enemies  of  all  spiritual  conceptions  of  God ;  and 
as  the  Tall  Brothers  were  earnest  maintainers  of  such  conceptions, 
he  must,  eveu  on  that  score  only,  have  reckoned  them  as  obstacles 
in  his  path.  But,  beside  this,  tJiey  were  specially  obnoxious  to  him 
as  having  given  shelter  to  Isidore.  Sozomen  tells  us  that  Am- 
monius imd  others  interceded  for  Isidore  with  Theophilus,  but 
obtaiued  nothing  beyond  vague  promises ;  on  further  remonstrance 
the  archbishop  imprisoned  one  of  them,  and  the  rest,  thereupon, 
insisteii  on  sharing  his  confinement.  But  our  earlier  authority  says 
only  that,  while  Isidore  was  li\ang  quietly  in  his  ceU  on  the  Nitrian 
mountain,  Theophilus  wrote  letters  to  the  neighbouring  bishops, 
ordering  the  principal  Nitrian  monks  to  be  driven  away  from  the 
mountain  and  from  the  inner  desert — no  cause  being  ussigned ; 
that  they  thereupon  came  to  ask  him  why  he  treated  them  thus  ; 
that  he  burst  forth  into  fury,  glare*!  at  them  with  fire  in  his  eyes 
and  wrath  in  his  face,  turning  first  pale  and  then  livid,  then  writhing 
his  lips  into  a  bitter  laugh,  and  making  as  if  he  would  strangle 
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the  aged  Ammonius  by  throwing  his  omophorion  or  scarf  over  his 
ceck,  struck  him  on  the  face  till  the  blood  came,  and  shouted  out, 
*"  Heretic,  anathematize  Ori<i;en  !  "  After  which,  says  Palliidius, 
the  vivid  painter  of  this  strange  scene,  they  returned  home,  and 
Tesumed  their  monastic  life.  It  can  hardly  be  aujiposed  that  this 
is  a  plain  "  unvarnished  tale  " — the  statements  nhont  the  order  for 
ejection  of  the  Nitrians,  and  their  quiet  return,  iire  clearly  bused  on 
mistake ;  and  it  is  needful  to  make  some  allowance,  in  this  and 
in  other  cases,  for  the  extreme  hostility  of  Palladius  to  Theophilus. 
What  seems  likely  is  that  some  of  the  Nitrian  elders  did  venture 
to  plead  for  Isidore,  and  were  repulsed,  perhaps  after  some  show  of 
favotuable  inclination ;  nor  is  it  quite  improbable  that  Theophilus, 
in  an  access  of  ptission,  may  have  treated  Ammonius  with  personal 
indignity. 

At  any  rat«,  it  appears  certain  that,  towards  the  middle  of 
401,  the  archbishop  carried  matters  to  extremity.  Talladius  says 
that  he  excommunicated,  in  a  Council  of  bishops,  three  of  the  chief 
monks ;  then  suborned  five  of  the  least  worthy  (whom  he  had  pi"0- 
moied  to  Church  offices,  even  making  one  of  them  a  bishop)  to 
accuse  them  ;  then,  after  obtaining  from  the  Egyptian  governor,  the 
Aogustal  prefect,  an  order  to  expel  them  from  Egypt,  and  a  military 
force  to  carry  out  the  order,  he  invaded  Nitria  by  night.  The 
eoene  wliich  followed  must  have  contrasted  strangely  with  the 
ordinary'  sights  and  sounds  of  that  tranquil  place — the  large  church 
with  its  three  palm  trees,  tlie  hospice  and  the  bakehouses,  the 
*' swarms"  of  monks  in  cowl,  cape,  shirt,  and  sheepskin,  the 
<inierly  variety  of  occupations,  the  profound  silence  broken  at  3  p.m. 
daily  by  hymns,  the  prescribed  psalmody  and  Scripture  reading,  the 
spiritual  conversations,  the  Commuuion  in  church  on  Sunday  and 
Saturday,  ralladius  says  that  Theophilus,  on  his  arrival,  caused 
DioocoruB  to  be  dragged  from  his  episcopal  seat,  plundered  the 
monastic  cells,  looked  in  vain  for  the  other  three  Brothera  (who 
were  hidden  in  a  well),  and  departed,  after  setting  the  cells  on  fire 
vrith  all  that  they  contained — including  the  copies  of  Scripture, 
tbo  reserved  Sacrament  "the  symbols  of  the  mj'steries,"  and  even, 
"  as  eye-witnesses  asserted,"  a  young  child.  His  own  account 
of  his  proceedings  (found  in  the  Ambrosian  library  at  Milan)  is  to 
the  efiTect  that,  having  been  memorialised  by  the  orthodox  monks 
and  abbots,  lie  convoked  the  bishops  of  the  district  so  as  nearly  to 
make  a  "  full "  synod,  and  visited  Nitria.  "  Fathers  "  assembled  from 
nearly  all  Egypt ;  Origen's  book  "  On  Principles  "  was  read,  and 
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excited  general  horror  ("  we  stopped  our  ears ") :  be  and  his 
disciples  were  condemned  :  but  some  Origenist  monks  gathered  a 
band  of  poor  men  and  slaves,  and,  after  the  archbishop  returned  to 
Alexandria,  endeavoured  to  raise  a  tumult  against  him,  professedly 
in  the  cause  of  Isidore.  Tlieii*  outcries  were  calculated  to  exas- 
perate the  pagans  to  some  act  of  violent  revenge  for  the  destruction 
of  Alexandrian  idolatry :  tlie  object,  in  fact,  was  to  prevent  the 
bishops  fixtm  tiying  Isidore,  who,  when  formally  accused  of  a  grave 
crime,  had  recom'se  to  evasions  and  bribery.  Referring  to  the 
"  heresy  of  Origen,*'  and  specifying  parts  of  it  as  signally  offensive, 
TheophUus  adds,  "  For  these  and  man}'  other  errors  they  have 
been  condemned  and  excommunicated."  He  also  asserts  that  the 
Tall  Brothers,  after  their  condemnation,  forcibly  kept  possession 
of  the  monastic  church  ut  Nitria^lioldiug  out  "  clubs  wTapt  in 
palm  branches"  as  deceitful  symbols  of  peace — and  that  they  were 
only  constrained  by  the  indignation  of  the  well-affected  monks  to 
'*  allow  the  service  to  be  perfomied,  and  the  Church's  rights  to  be 
upheld.'*  This,  of  course  he  means,  happened  after  the  Nitrian 
synod's  formal  sitting  and  judgment.  Here,  then,  is  a  striking 
contiict  of  assertions  ;  but  some  few  facts  are  undisputed — that,  iu 
some  way  or  other,  the  Nitrian  monks  were  obnoxious  to  Theophilus 
aa  Mends  of  Isidore,  no  less  than  as  so-called  Origenista;  that 
Theophilus  oflichilly  occupied  their  mooulaiii,  where  they  were 
promptly  excommunicated  by  a  '*  synod  ; "  that  Nitria,  thus  cleared 
of  its  "  Origeniat "  inmates,  was  ere  loug  filled  with  monks  of  whom 
Theophilufl  could  say,  as  he  soon  afterwards  wrote  to  Jerome,  that 
they  were  amenable  to  discipline  and  had  no  sympathy  with  heresy 
of  any  sort. 

This  exptilsion  of  tlie  Tall  Brothel's  happened,  appai-ently, 
in  August  401,  or  perhaps  a  little  earlier.  They  fled  to  Palestine, 
followed  by  a  great  number  of  Nitrian  monks  and  clerics ;  and 
the  letter  of  Theophilus  just  quoted  is  addressed  to  the  bishops  of 
Palestine — then  assembled  for  the  September  Dedication  festival 
at  Jerusalem — and  of  Cypnis.  The  bishops  at  Jerusalem  promised 
Theophilus  not  to  receive  any  of  those  whom  he  had  condemned 
for  heresy ;  and  one,  the  bishop  of  Lydda,  wrote  him  a  special 
letter  of  encouragement.  Jerome  had  heard  of  Theophilus's  per- 
formances through  two  **  brethren  '*  from  Alexandria,  who  were 
commissioned  to  "  pursue  "  the  fugitive  Nitrians ;  but  he  received, 
ere  long,  a  letter  in  whicli  Theoptiilus,  writing  briefly  but  in  a 
friendly  tone,  announced  the  restoration,  as  he  called  it,  of  peace 
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to  the  Church  of  Egypt,  and  alluded  with  some  soreneas  to  the 
fact  that  in  Palestine  some  would  sympathize  with  the  condemned 
Origeni/ers,  or,  in  his  owu  phi-ase,  would  be  trying  to  subvert  the 
trath.  Jerome  replied  in  a  half-patrc^nising  tone,  congiatulating 
Theophilua  on  having  at  last  acted  decisively.  To  EpiphauiuH 
also,  zealous  as  of  old,  the  Alexandrian  bishop  could  look  for 
Itboroughgoiog  co-operation ;  but  he  was  made  to  feel  in  other 
quarters  that  hia  violent  measures  had  given  offence.  He  found 
it  desirable  to  write  to  some  monks  who  complained  loudly  of  the 
condemnation  of  Origenism ;  and  he  lavished  civilities  iu  vain 
on  Posthumianus  of  Gaul,  the  friend  of  Sulpicius,  who  visited 
Alexandria  during  the  '*  agitations  "  of  this  cuntroversy,  and  was 
better  received  than  he  had  expected,  but  declined  to  stay  long 
is  an  atmosphere  of  persecution,  where  a  "ciuel  precedent"  had 
been  set. 

And  the  persecuted  Nitrians — what  was  their  position  ?  After 
risiting  Jei-usalem,  most  of  them  settled  fiir  a  brief  space  at 
Scjthopolis,  the  representative  of  the  ancient  Dethshan,  lying  on 
the  aides  of  Mount  Gilboa,  whei-e  the  palm-trees  would  be  service- 
able for  their  usual  handicraft.  One  can  well  imagine  how  they 
tried  to  recall  amid  far  dilfei-ent  scenes  the  old  tranquil  life  of 
Nitna;  but  also,  how,  being  good  men,  experienced  in  sufieriDg, 
and  trained  to  that  unearthly  calmness  which  \b  so  striking  a 
feature  in  the  old  mouastic  ideal,  they  sat  quietly  at  their  basket- 
work,  and  rose  up  regularly  for  prayer,  maintaining,  as  far  as 
might  be,  their  old  devotional  habits.  But  their  prospects,  humanly 
Speaking,  were  dark  enough.  They  had  been  scandidously  ill-used ; 
for  they  had  been  treated  as  heretics  aud  outcasts,  without  any 
proof  that  they  personally  accepted  the  unsound  elements  of 
Origeniau  speculation,  that  they  were  less  than  loyal  to  Niceno 
orthodoxy,  that  they  Platonized  on  the  nature  of  the  soul  or  on 
the  work  of  redemption,  that  they  were  Idealists  or  Universalists. 
'This  was  assumed,  and  they  were  to  be  dealt  with  as  if  convicted, 
wherever  the  inlluence  of  Theophilus  might  extend.  Able,  reso- 
lute, unscrupulous,  the  occupant  of  the  great  "  Evangelical  throne  " 
had  been  all  the  bitterer  against  them  because  they  had  read  his 
character;  his  Boman  brother,  the  chief  of  bishops,  would  believe 
the  worst  that  he  might  say  of  them ;  Jerome,  the  most  powerful 
of  monks,  and  Epiphanius»  the  most  erudite  of  prelates,  would  think 
it  a  duty  to  pursue  them  with  anathemas  that  would  ring  over 
half  the  world    Even  persona  like  Paul,  an  exiled  Egj  ptiaa  bishop 
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who  had  formerly  been  persecuted  by  Theophilus,  held  sternly 
aloof  from  men  suspected  of  Origenism  ;  and  their  old  friend 
Rufinus,  who,  years  before,  had  been  welcomed  at  Nitria  ^\*ith 
8uch  genial  kindness,  and  had  declared  that  "  nowhere  else  had  he 
found  charity  so  flourishing/'  was  not  indeed  silenced  as  a  con- 
troversialist, nor  put  formally  under  Church-ban,  nor  deprived  of  a 
considerable  following,  but  still  was,  ecclesiastically,  in  u  position 
of  g;reat  disadvantage,  and  unable  to  help  the  victims  of  ecclesias- 
tical absolutism  and  injustice.  The  Brothers  were  not,  it  is  true, 
without  friends  in  the  Syrian  episcopate;  Theophilus  wrote  a 
peremptory  letter  to  some  bishops — Palladius  says  of  Palestine, 
and  in  that  case  they  must  presumably  have  been  prelates  who 
had  not  joined  with  their  brethren  in  the  festival  at  Jerusalem 
and  thereby  pledged  him  their  support — "  You  ought  not  to  have 
received  these  men  against  my  wish,  but  since  you  were  acting 
ignorautly,  I  hold  you  excused:  only  take  care,  for  the  future. 
not  to  receive  them  to  any  position,  as  ecclesiastics  or  as  laymen." 
Thus  hunted  fi-oin  place  to  place,  the  Nitrians  took  the  only 
course  left  open  to  them.  They  determineti  to  seek  redress  at 
Constantinople. 

Here,  then,  it  is  that  one  current  of  the  Origenistic  controversy 
flows  suddenly  and  strongly,  and  with  momontous  consequences, 
into  the  stream  of  Chrysostom's  episcopate.  It  was  at  a  crisis  in 
his  life,  as  we  have  already  seen,  that  he  was  thus  brought  into 
connexion  with  men  whom  Theophilus  htid  jiersecuted,  and  so  into 
collision  with  Theophilus  himself,  who  ab-eady,  and  independently 
of  this  occurrence,  bore  him  a  grudge  for  being  bishop  of  Constanti- 
nople. We  may  suppose  that  the  ultimate  hope  of  the  Brothers 
was  to  get  a  hearing  from  Arcadius:  but  they  were,  at  any  rate» 
most  desirous  of  making  an  irnpi-essiou  on  a  prelate  so  well  known 
for  his  fearless  uprightness,  and  so  capable,  &om  force  of  cha- 
racter and  high  position  in  the  hierarchy,  of  remonstrating  effec- 
tively with  their  own  "  Pope,"  as  was  the  famous  "  bishop  John." 
This,  then,  is  the  scene  before  us.  Towards  the  end  of  401,  fifty 
aged  men  asked  admission  to  Chrysostom's  presence,  and  threw 
themselves  as  suppliants  tit  his  feet.  He  stood  still,  in  pity  and 
amazement;  then,  with  tears,  asked  who  had  done  them  wrong. 
*'  Sit  down,  father,"  was  the  answex,  "  and  provide  some  remedy 
f»>r  the  harm  that  Pope  Theophilus  has  inflicted  on  us.  If,  out  of 
regard  for  him,  you  will  not  act,  we  shall  be  oljliged  to  apply  to 
the  Emperor.     But  we  beg  you  to  induce  Theophilus  to  let  us  live 


■ 

I 


XXZX.J         S/.   Chrysosiotns  Earlier  Troubles, 


6i 


in  Egypt,  in  our  own  home ;  for  we  have  not  ofFonded  against  him, 
or  against  the  law  of  our  Saviour."  Chryaostom  pi-omised  to  do 
Lis  best.  "  Meouwhile/*  he  said,  "  until  I  have  written  to  my 
brother  Theophilus,  keep  silence  here  about  the  business  that  has 
brought  you  to  Constantinople."  He  assigned  them  a  lodging  in 
the  precinct  of  the  church  called  Anaatasia,  where  still  lingered, 
Bo  to  speak,  the  memories  of  Oregory'a  revival- work  in  the  cause 
of  the  Catholic  faith — work  which  had  itself  been  troubled  and 
arrested  by  the  temporary  unfriendliness  of  Alexandria.  The 
exiles  were  auppoited,  not  by  Chrysostom,  but  by  pious  ladies  of 
his  flock,  over  and  above  the  proceeds  of  their  own  handicraft, 
which  they  carried  on  iu  Constantinople  as  in  Palestine.  They 
might  attend  the  church  service,  l>ut,  pending  inquiries,  they  were 
not  admitted  to  Communion,  and  thus  were  placed  in  the  position 
of  the  highest  class  of  penitents  calletl  '*  ConsLstentes"  or  those 
who  stood  in  prayer  with  the  faithful.  Herein  Chrysostom  followed 
the  advice  of  some  Alexandrian  clerics  who  had  been  sent  on  other 
business  to  the  com*t.  and  who  candidly  admitted  that  the  Nitrian 
monks  had  been  hai-dly  treated^suggesting  also  that  Chrysostom 
should  show  them  all  episcopal  kindness  short  of  full  Church 
fellowship. 

Chrysostom  then  proceeded  to  write  to  Theophilus :  "  Oblige 
me,  your  son  and  brother,  by  being  reconciled  to  these  men." 
Theophilus,  as  we  learn  from  his  own  correspondence,  was  indig- 
nant that  the  Nitrians  should  have  found  any  ]*eception  in  the 
Ksfltem  capital;  he  promptly  despatched  the  five  monks  whom, 
wys  Palladius,  he  had  suborned  to  bear  witness  against  them,  and 
who  now,  on  reaching  Constantinople,  made  such  good  use  of  the 
documents  furnished  them  by  Theophihis,  that  the  Brothers  and 
th^  companions,  if  they  ever  appeared  %dthin  the  palace  gates, 
**  were  pointed  out  as  magicians  who  might  cast  a  glamour  on 
Chrysostom  or  on  Arcadius."  They  now  resolved  to  address  their 
"  Pope  "  himself,  and  "  sent  many  intercessors  to  him/'  protesting 
that  "  they  anathematized  all  false  doctrine  ; "  they  also,  somewhat 
inconaisteully  as  we  may  think,  presented  to  Chrysostom  a  formal 
statement  containing  many  grave  charges  against  Theophilus,  some 
of  which  Palladius  forbears  to  mention  lest  he  should  be  dis- 
believed, but  which  for  the  moat  part  related  to  t^Tanny. 

Again  Chrysostom  wrote,  and  now  with  greater  urgency,  to 
Theophilus,  intimating  that  the  Nitrians  were  now  so  embittered 
that  they  had  drawn  up  accusations  against  him — a  step  which  he 
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for  his  part  had  regi-etted,  exhoi-ting  them  to  avoid  what  would  but 
aggravate  the  miaohief,  ''Write  in  reply,"  he  continued,  "what 
you  think.  Por  these  men  do  not  listen  to  my  advice  to  with- 
draw from  the  court/'  Theophilus  only  wanted  an  excuse  to  pick 
a  quan*el,  and  instantly  coustrued  this  friendly  letter  as  an  attempt 
to  usurji  jmisdiction  over  his  see.  "I  suppose,"  he  replied,  "you 
are  aware  of  the  Nicene  Canons,  forbidding  a  bishop  to  judge  cases 
that  arise  btjytmd  his  own  hoiindfl  ;  if  yuu  \\x\^  not,  inform  yourself 
of  them,  and  keep  clear  of  indictments  ag-ainst  me.  If  I  am  to 
be  tried,  it  must  be  by  >]gyptian  bishops,  not  by  you,  who  live 
seveuty-five  days'  journey  distant  from  me."  Chrysostom  read 
this  letter  privately,  and  then  tried  to  persuade  the  Nitrians,  and 
the  five  monks  who  had  been  sent  to  denounce  them,  that  it  would 
be  better  to  let  the  matter  drop.  This  advice  naturally  displeased 
both  patties.  The  Nitrians  thought  that  he  was  abandoning  them 
to  be  trampled  on  by  tyranny ;  their  opponents  had  no  instruc- 
tions from  Theophilus  warranting  them  to  come  to  terms.  Indeed, 
Theophilus  had  no  thought  of  peace;  he  saw  his  way,  he  believed, 
to  a  more  complete  victory  over  "  Origenism,"  and  also,  beyond, 
to  the  humiliation  of  Chrysostom.  He  had  already  opened  nego- 
tiations with  Epiphanius,  whom  in  former  days  he  had  scorned 
and  denounced  (unfairly,  we  must  rememl>er)  as  a  superstitious 
Anthropomorphite.  The  latter  was  highly  exultant  when  he 
received  fn:tm  such  a  proselyte  to  anti-Origenist  orthodoxy  a 
request  to  assemble  the  Cypriot  bishops,  to  condemn  Origenism 
in  syncnl,  to  signify  the  ccmdtjmnatory  sentence  Xa^  Thcuphilus  him- 
self, to  the  bishop  of  Constantinople,  and  to  any  other  bishops; 
to  send  trusty  agents  to  Constantinople,  and  to  warn  the  Isaurian 
and  Pamphylian  bishops  against  the  intrigues  of  the  Origenist 
exiles ;  lastly,  to  pray  "  that  in  thLs  strife  also  we  may  win  the 
victory."  P-piphanius,  whom  Professor  Rury  likens  to  an  old 
war-horse  eager  for  battle,  was  only  too  glad  to  comply.  He 
wrote  to  Jerome,  describing  Theophilus's  proceediugs  iu  language 
drawn  from  the  defeat  of  Amalek  in  Hephidim.  He  held  a  Council 
of  the  twelve  bishops  of  his  island  church — which  claimed  to  be 
independent  of  Antioch — in  402,  and  procured  a  resolution  con- 
demnatory of  (.)rigeni8m,  whereby  the  faithful  of  C*yprus  were 
forbidden  to  read  Origen's  works. 

But  the  matter  of  the  Tall  Brothers  was  now  in  such  a  stage 
as  to  give  Theophilus  cause  for  grave  anxiety.  Chrysostom  had 
seen  the  case  pass  out  of  his  hands ;  the  Nitrians  were  bent  on 
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pushing  it  before  the  imperial  tribTinal.  They  gave  in  then* 
paper  of  chai:ges  against  Theophilns — charges  which,  says  Ptilla- 
dias,  precisely  answered  to  liia  conduct — and  also  their  comphdut 
against  his  monks  as  calniiiniators,  for  the  coDsideration  of  the 
Emperor ;  and  in  church  they  requested  the  Empress  to  procure 
«  formal  hearing  of  both  sides  before  the  "  prefects,"  and — what 
was  more,  and  too  much — to  let  Theophilua  l>6  brought  to  Con- 
Btantinople  and  tried  by  its  bishop.  Thereupon  an  officer  callt'd 
Elaphios  wils  despatched  to  Alexanibria,  the  monks  who  accusud 
the  Brothers  were  examinetl,  their  statements  found  baseless^  and 
their  lives  declared  foi*feit.  "  The  laws."  says  Palladius,  "  pressed 
on  them  with  the  glitter  nf  the  sword."  They  begged  a  reprieve 
until  Theophilus  could  appear  to  support  them :  and  were  tlirown 
into  pridon,  where  some  of  them  died. 

Such  was  the  position  of  matters  at  the  beginning  of  403. 
Chiysostom  was  attending  to  his  own  work,  caring  Kttle  for 
anything  else  by  comparison  with  it :  he  received,  but  disregarded, 
Epiphanios's  exhortation  to  condemn  Origenism  in  synod,  after 
the  precedents  of  Alexandria  and  Cyprus:  as  Tillemont  says, 
he  thought  only  of  nourishing  bis  people  xnth  the  word  of  truth, 
not  of  troubling  them  with  disputes,  and  ho  equfilly  neglected 
the  intrigues  which,  as  he  must  in  part  have  known,  were  being 
formed^  under  Theophilus's  prompting  and  that  of  others,  against 
bis  own  position  and  authority.  Suddenly,  in  obedience  to  a 
auggestion  of  Theophilus,  Kpiphanius,  then  more  than  eighty 
years  old,  landed  at  Hebdomou,  a  suburb  of  Constantinople.  He 
Was  by  thLs  time  deeply  prejudiced  against  Chrj-^sostom,  and 
qtiite  disposed  to  be  an  instrtuncnt  in  the  hands  of  the  bishop 
of  Alexandria  for  humbling  an  overweening  and  Origenizing 
Court-prelate.  He  began  by  officiating  in  the  church  of  St.  John 
the  Baptist  at  Hebdomon,  and  irregularly  ordaining  a  deacon : 
he  then  went  on  to  the  city,  was  respectfully  met  by  a  procession 
of  the  clergy,  but  refused  Chrysostom's  offer  of  lodging  in  the 
episcopal  house;  he  took  up  his  abode  in  a  private  house, 
declined  all  conversation  with  the  bishop,  biit  gathered  round 
him  the  bishops  then  at  Constantinople,  showed  them  the  decree 
of  his  own  Sjrnod,  and  asked  them  to  do  as  he  and  his  brethren 
done.  "  Theophilus  and  I  have  thought  good  to  forbid  the 
leading  of  Origen."  Some,  out  of  respect  for  the  old  man  and 
his  high  reputation,  consented :  many  declined,  especially  the 
Theotimus,  bishop  of  Tomi.     "  For  my  part,"  he  said,  "  I 
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do  not  choose  to  insult  one  who  died  a  'noble  death  long  ago. 
nor  mjuriously  to  proscribe  what  our  predecessors  did  not 
condemn."  He  went  so  fur,  if  wo  csin  trust  Socrates,  as  to 
utter  the  paradox,  "Nor  is  there  any  bad  doctrine  in  Origen:" 
but  probably  tliia  is  an  exaggeration  founded  on  his  reading 
aloud  to  the  meeting  one  of  Origen'a  passages  which  was 
undeniably  orthodox*  "If  you  condemn  that,"  he  added,  "you 
condemn  the  Scripture  on  which  it  comments."  Chiysostom, 
instead  of  being  oiTended  with  Epiphanius  for  ordaiuiug  within 
his  diocese  without  his  sanction,  continued  to  offer  hJTT) 
civilities.  Epiphanius  refused  to  meet  him  in  church,  or  to 
stay  in  his  house  until  he  expelled  the  Tall  Brothers  and 
signed  the  decree  against  Origen's  books.  Chrysostom  replied 
that  he  must  wait  until  a  fidl  church  assembly  had  examined 
the  question.  His  adversaries  then  persuaded  Epiphanius  that 
he  could  do  good  service  by  openly  denouncing  the  Brothers, 
and  Girysostom  as  their  patron,  and  also  the  works  of  Origen, 
at  the  next  day's  service  in  the  Apostles'  Church.  Epiphanius 
was  entering  the  church  for  that  puriK)se,  when  tho  arch- 
deacon Sarapion  brought  him  a  message  from  Chrysostom, 
remonstrating  on  the  irregularity  and  cupriciousness  of  this 
conduct,  and  intimating  that  he  would  do  well  to  abstain  from 
what  might  excite  the  people  and  bring  his  own  person  into 
danger.  Epiphanius  was  alarmed,  and  left  the  church :  he 
tried  to  overawe  the  Empress  by  telling  her  that  her  sick 
boy,  afterwards  Theodosius  II.,  would  recover  if  she  would  dig- 
countenance  the  Nitrian  **  heretics :  "  Eudoxia  answered  with 
dignity,  that  she  left  her  son's  case  to  the  Divine  wilL  She 
caused  the  Brothers  to  visit  Epiphanius.  *'  Who  are  you  ? "  he 
asked.  "The  Tall  ones,  father,"  answered  Ammonius:  "pray 
tell  me,  have  you  ever  come  across  disciples  or  writings  of  ours  ?  " 
He  had  not.  "  How  then  do  you  know  that  we  are  heretics  ? " 
"  I  heard  so."  "  We  have  treated  you  very  differently  :  we  have 
often  mot  your  disciples,  read  your  books,  especially  '  The 
Anchored  One,'  upheld  your  orthodoxy:  whereas  you  have 
condenmed  us  on  merest  hearsay."  Epiphanius,  impressed  by 
this,  and  perhaps  disgusted  by  the  partisan  intrigues  which  he 
found  at  work,  spoke  to  them  more  kindly,  and  soon  afterwards 
sailed  for  Cyprus.  In  bidding  farewell  to  some  prelates  who 
escorted  him  to  the  vessel,  he  significantly  intimated  that  they 
were  "  acting  in  a  play : "  the  report  that  he  had  also  pi-edicted 
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his  own  speedy  death  would  easily  be  suggested  by  his  great 
^ige.  He  died,  in  fact,  at  3ea, — probably  on  May  12,  the  day  on 
which  he  is  honoured  alike  by  Eastern  and  Western  Churches. 
His  life  reads  a  serious  lesson  to  theological  controversialists, 
and  his  narrowness,  bigotry,  and  egotistic  aelf-confidence  illustrate 
the  process  by  which  *'  orthodoxy "  has  too  often  got  itself  a 
had  name. 

And  now,  at  length,  the  great  enemy  alike  of  the  Tall  Brothers 
and  of  Chrysostom  appeared  upon  the  stage.  Theophilus  had  pre- 
sumed on  his  great  place  by  being  in  no  hurry  to  obey  the  Imperial 
summons.  When  he  left  Alexandiia,  and  also  when  he  passed 
through  Lycia,  he  is  said  to  have  declai-ed,  *'  I  aiu  going  off  to  the 
CV)urt  to  depose  John."  He  spoke  with  more  waiTaut  than  was 
imagined,  perhaps,  by  some  who  heard  him.  For  it  so  happened 
that,  just  after  Epiphanius's  departure.  Eudoxia  had  taken  offence 
at  some  sharp  words  in  a  sermon  of  Chiysostom's  directed  against 
the  faults  of  worldly  women — words  which,  so  she  was  told,  were 
aimed  at  none  other  than  herself.  She  complained  to  Arcadius, 
and  both  were  on  this  account  alienated  from  "  John,"  and  ready 
to  favour  Theophilus  in  his  hostility,  whatever  form  it  might 
take.  Theophilus  had  also  received  pi-easing  letters  from  several 
ecdasiastics  who  hated  Chrysostom ;  anil  he  well  knew  that  he 
conkl  reckon  on  some  episcopal  iustruments,  iu  this  business  as  in 
oilieTS.  Accordingly,  authorised  by  an  Imperial  oilier  to  hold  a 
council,  he  arrived  at  Chalcedou  accompanied  by  a  train  of 
obsequious  suffrajyans,  and  was  welcomed  by  the  local  bishop 
Cyrinus,  a  hot-tempered  Egyptian,  and  by  other  prelates  who  had 
grievances  against  Chrj'sostom,  such  as  those  whom  he  had  deposed 
two  years  before  at  Ephesus.  Thither,  doubtless,  came  Severian, 
with  the  old,  sore  feeling  strong  as  ever,  and  Autiochua  of 
Ptolemais,  and  Acacius  of  Beneu,  who,  as  we  have  seen,  had  been 
(iiBgnsted  at  finding  himself  unprovided  witli  «;ood  lodgings  in  the 
city,  and  laid  the  blame  on  Chrysostom 's  want  of  courtesy.  Chalce- 
don,  in  fact,  became  a  muster-place  of  malcontents  and  plotters : 
and  Cyrinus  harangued  them  on  the  ofleuces  of  Chrj'sostom,  "  that 
irreligious,  arrogant,  unbending  prelate/'  iVrrangements  having 
been  made  as  to  the  plan  of  action,  Theophilus  proceeded  to  Con- 
stantinople. It  was  midday  on  a  Thursday  in  June  when  he  dis- 
embarked, amid  the  cheers  of  Egyptian  siulors  attached  to  the 
com-shipfl,  but  without  the  usual  gieetiugs  from  the  clergy.  He 
would  not  enter  the  Great  Churchy  but  occupied  a  house  belonging 
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to  the  princesses  of  the  Imperial  family,  and  known  as  the  Lodgings 
of  Placidia.  In  spite  of  repeated  messages^  he  persisted  in  refusing 
to  meet  Chrysostom,  and  sat  in  his  distant  lodgings  organizing 
his  plan  of  attack  on  the  bishop  of  Constantinople,  while  tho 
latter  refused,  on  grounds  of  Church  order,  to  assume  the  office  of 
judging  a  foi-eign  bishop.  The  Emperor  urged  Chrysostom  to  hear 
the  cause,  but  he  positively  declined  to  do  so.  Theophilus  had  no 
such  sci-uples  on  his  side ;  he  is  said  to  have  bribed  largely,  given 
costly  entertainments,  held  out  hopes  of  Church  promotion,  used  all 
means  to  secure  influence,  and  speedily  persuaded  the  two  deacons 
who  had  been  deposed  by  Chrysostom  for  their  crimes  of  adultery 
and  homicide  to  furnish  wTitten  charges,  suggested  by  himself. 
against  their  bishop.  Then,  as  having  done  enough  in  the  way  of 
"  adding  fresh  animosities  to  old  ones,"  and  being  ready  for  direct 
action,  he  held  u  conference  at  the  house  of  a  malcontent  lady — 
one  of  the  tlnree  widows  whose  pride  Chrysostom  had  mortified 
by  his  rebukes ;  to  this  appropriate  rendezvous  of  malignant 
intriguers  came  Sevcrion,  Antiochus,  Acacius,  and  others  like- 
minded,  and,  by  the  advice  of  one  of  them,  it  was  resolved  formally 
to  present  charges  against  Chrysostom  to  the  Emperor,  anti  thus 
enforce  his  attendance,  as  an  accused  person,  before  a  synml  or 
court  of  bishops.  On  this  a  further  question  arose — "  Where 
should  they  hold  tlieir  synod  ? "  Chalcedon  had  alreaiiy  been 
found  a  convenient  meeting-phice :  and  Cyrinus,  doubtless,  it 
was  who  suggested  that  near  Chalcedon,  and  sufficiently  remote 
from  the  great  capital  in  which  ('hrysostom  had  still  so  many 
friends  and  adherents,  was  a  subui'ban  church  of  SS.  Peter  and 
Paul,  with  a  monastery  founded  by  the  Prefect  Kufiniis  in  his 
days  of  greatness  and  selected  as  the  place  of  his  baptism,  where 
the  senator  Arsenius,  afterwards  famous  for  hia  retreat  to  monastic 
life  at  Scetis,  had  acted  as  the  neophyte's  godfather.  This  suburb 
was  locally  known  as  *'  The  Oak,"  and  it  was  now  to  acquire  under 
that  name  a  most  disgraceful  celebrity. 

Here,  then,  Theophilus  and  the  bishops  of  his  party  assembled 
as  in  Synod.  Three  weeks  had  elapsed  since  his  arrival  at  Con- 
stantinople :  it  was  now  probnbly  about  the  first  or  second  week  in 
July,  supposing  that  he  did  not  arrive  until  some  time  after  the 
departure  of  Epiphanius.  The  number  of  prelates  who  met  at  the 
Oak  is  variously  given  as  thirty-six  and  foity-five.  Theophilus 
naturally  presided.  The  chief  accusers  of  Chrysostom  were  John, 
one  of  the  deposed  deacons,  and  a  bishop  named  Isaac :  and  we 
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are  told  by  Chrysostora  himself  that  Theophilus  authoritatively 
summoned  the  archdeacon  of  Constantinople,  in  order  to  procui'e 
by  his  means  the  attendance  and  evidence  of  other  clergy. 

The  bishops  sent  to  summon  Chrysostora.     He  was  sitting, 
Palladius  tells  us,  in  the  triclinium  of  the  episcopal  palace,  with 
forty  bishops,  of  whom  Palladius  himself  was  one.     ''We  were 
all  amazed  that  Theophilu3»  who  had  been  commanded  to  repair 
alone  to  the  Court,  as  an  accused  person,  had  come  with  so  many 
bishops — and  had  so  utterly  chaajijed   the   opinions   of  men  in 
power,  and  perverted  the  majority  of  the  clergy."     Rumours  of 
the   most  extreme  mea.'^ures  were  already  current.     Chrysostom 
tried  to  cheer  his  bretlu'en.     "Pray,  my  brethren]  and  do  not,  if 
you  love  Christ,  leave  your  own  churches  on  my  account.'*     He 
quoted  the   apostle's   words,  '*  I  am   now   ready  to    be   ofiered," 
and  foretold  that  he  should  suffer  much,  aud  then  die ;  entreating 
their  prayers  until  some   wept,  and  others    by  way  of  farewell 
began  kissing  the  bishop's  eyes  and  head  and  lip3.     Then,  while 
they  were  indecisively  moving  to  and  frOj  aud  had  not  actually 
gone  out,  he  bade  them  sit  down  and  not  break  his  heart.     Still 
using  the  language  of  St.  Paul,  he  repeated  the  text,  "  To  me  to 
live  is  Christ,  and  to  die  is  gain."   He  reminded  them  of  his  freq^uent 
exhortations  as  to  the  transitory  character  of  life.     "  This  present 
life  is  a  journey,  and  its  good  and  its  pain  are  transient :  the  present 
world  is  a  fair — we  have  bought,  have  sold,  aud  are  going  our  way." 
''Are  we  better  than  the  patriarchs,  prophets,  apostles,  that  we 
should  be  immortal  in  this  world  ? "    One  bishop,  with  a  loud  out- 
try  of  irrepressible  grief,  spoke  of  their  too  probable  "orphanhood," 
of  the  widowhood  which  would  befall  the  Church  of  Coustanti- 
nople,  of  the  subversion  of  Church  laws,  the  ascendancy  of  worldly 
and  ambitious  men,  the  helpless  condition  of  the  poor,  the  failure 
of  preaching,  which  drew  from  the  bishop  the  characteristic  words, 
"Enough,  my  brother!   I  repeat,  Do  not  leave  your  churches.    The 
power  of  preaching  did  not  begin  with  me,  and  will  not  end  with 
me.     When  Moses  died,  Joshua  was  raised  up  in  his  place :  David 
succeeded  to  Samuel,  Baruch  to  Jeremiah,  Elisha  to  Elijah;  when 
I'aul  was  l>eheaded,  did   he  not   leave   behind   Timothy,  Titus, 
ApoUoe,  and  many  more  ? "    ''  But,"  said  Eulysiua  of  Apamea, 
"  if  we  keep  our  churches,  they  will  force  us  to  communicate  with 
thion,  and  to  8ub3cril>e  the  decree  which  they  may  pass  against 
jroo-**     "  Communicate,"  said  Chrysostom,  "  in  order  to  avoid  a 
•chism ;    but  do  not  subscribe,  for  1  am  not  conscious  "  (using  n 
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well-known  Pauline  phrase)  "of  having  so  much  a,s  entertained 
any  thought  meriting  deposition/'  Just  thon  it  was  announced 
that  messengers  luid  come  from  Theophilua.  '*  Let  them  come 
in/'  said  Chrysoslom.  Two  .voung  Lybian  prelates  entered, 
named  Dioscorus  and  Paul.  Ho  tiskeri  what  was  their  rank  in 
the  Church.  Finding  that  they  weru  Lisfiops,  he  begged  them  to 
sit  down,  and  state  their  business.  *'  We  have  only  a  document: 
cause  it  to  be  read/'  '*  Let  it  be  read/'  said  Chrysostorn.  They 
told  Theopliilua'a  aervant-boy,  whom  they  had  brought  with  them, 
to  read  it.  "  The  Holy  Council  assembled  al  the  Oak,  to  John/' 
— ignoring  his  title  of  bishop.  "  We  have  receivetl  accusations 
against  you,  by  which  you  are  cliaT^rttil  with  a  multitude  of  crimes. 
Come,  then,  and  meet  us,  bringing  with  you  Sarapion  and  Tigrins, 
the  presbyters:  for  we  need  their  presence/'  A  *k^initi»tion  was 
sent  back — consisting  of  three  l)i8hoix'?,  Lupicinus,  Demetrius,  and 
Eulysins,  and  two  priests,  Germanus  and  Severus — to  warn 
Tlieophihis  agiiinst  violating  Nicene  law  by  intnisive  proceedings 
in  another  province;  to  protest  against  hLi  open  contempt  of 
judicial  fairness ;  and  to  claim,  on  behalf  of  the  bisliops  at  Con- 
stantinople, superior  Hynndiwil  authority  in  comparison  with  the 
bisliops — fewer  in  number,  it  was  asserte<l — nt  the  Oak.  To  this 
massage  Chrysostom,  for  himself,  added  another,  part  of  which  is 
embodied  in  the  acts  of  the  hostile  council :  "  liemove  from  the 
ranks  of  my  judges  those  who  are  avowedly  my  foes,  and  I  am 
ready  to  appear  and  defend  myself  either  before  you  or  before 
any  synod  on  earth  ;  if  you  M-ill  not  «lo  this,  you  may  cite  me  aa 
often  as  you  please,  but  you  will  make  nothing  by  it."  Sozomeu 
says  that  he  offered  to  appear  before  a  larger  council,  if  he  might 
first  learn  the  names  of  his  accusers  and  inspect  the  accusatiou, 
but  he  would  not  submit  to  an}'  imreasonable  .sentence  or  accept 
avowed  enemies  aa  his  judges.  He  expressly  challenged  four 
persons — Theophilns,  Severian,  Acacius,  jmd  Autiochus — as  dis- 
quabtied  for  trjnng  his  cause  by  notorious  personal  hostility.  The 
biographer  adds,  and  Bozomen  repeats  the  statement,  that  an 
Imperial  notary  next  appeared,  with  an  oi^er  referring  to  the 
petition  of  the  hostile  bisho]»s  that  he  might  l>e  compelled  to 
appear,  and  commanding  him  to  apijear  accordingly.  When  he 
"gave  his  answer,"  two  of  his  o\vn  priest-s,  Eugenius  and  the 
monk  Isaac,  brought  another  summons,  to  which  an  answer  was 
made.  "How  c«n  yon  judge  me,  who  have  not  excluded  mv 
enemies  and  have  cit«d  me  by  my  own  clerics?"      The  liearers 
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of  this  reply  were  seized  and  violently  ill  used.  One  wa.s  beateu  : 
unother  had  his  di^ess  torn  :  another  had  chains  put  round  liis  neck. 
The  record  implies,  and  Sozomen  asserts,  thai  he  was  foiu*  times 
dt«d. 

The  first  list  of  charges,  given  in  by  John  the  deacon,  amounted 
to  twenty-nine.  In  these  the  personal  attack  on  Chrysostom 
shelved  every  other  topic:  there  was  no  mention  of  the  Origenuitic 
controversy,  nor  iof  the  Tall  Brothers,  save  that  the  nineteenth 
article  had  reference  to  the  treatment  of  the  five  monks,  who,  as  we 
have  seen,  had  Inien  tiouvicted  of  calumny  and  throuii  into  prison  ; 
when  .<^me  of  them  died  there,  said  the  accusers,  he  had  deprived 
them  of  burial.     The  chai-gos  now  made  may  be  divided  into — 

(1)  Imputations  on  Chrysostom's  official  and  administrative 
conduct:  as  that  he  suspended  John  the  deacon  (the  accuser) 
from  communion  merely  because  he  struck  his  own  slave 
Eulalius  (1st  chai-go) ;  he  caused  a  monk  named  John  to  be 
beaten,  and  put  in  chains  among  demoniacs  (2nd)  ;  he  accused 
three  deacons  publicly  of  theft  (9th) ;  he  caused  faithful  <!athoHfs 
to  be  imprisoned,  and  deprived  them  when  dead  of  burijil  (l^^th); 
he  gave  over  two  priests  to  Eutropius  for  exile  (21st,  22nd) ; 
he  made  unfit  i)ersona  bishops  or  priests  (10th,  18th);  he  gave 
money  to  those  wnom  he  ordained,  in  order  to  make  them  his 
instruments  iu  oppressing  the  clergy  (29th)  \  he  acted  as  accuser, 
witness,  and  judge  (26th);  he  sold  Church  pioperty  (3rd),  many 
ornaments  and  marbles  left  by  Nectarius  for  the  Anastasia  (4th>, 
and  a  piece  of  property  left  by  one  Thecla  (16th) ;  he  took  away 
Church  funds,  and  no  one  knew  what  had  become  of  them 
(17th) ;  he  held  some  oidinalionn  apart  from  the  altar  (i.«.  apparently 
not  in  church)  (13th);  he  had  ordained  four  bishops  at  one  time 
(14th);  he  oixiained  many  persons  without  testintouy  (24th). 

(2)  Imputations  on  his  |>ersonal  conduct,  divisible  into  three 
heftds — 

(a)  Charges  against  his  temper,  etc.,  as  that  he  spoke  very  harshly 
of  Epiphaniue,  and  of  clerics  (6th  and  5th) ;  he  wrote  a  book  of 
false  charges  a^iust  clez^gy  (Sth)  ;  he  insulted  Aoacius  and  would 
not  sjieak  to  him  (20lh>;  he  struck  Memnon  at  the  Apostles' 
Church,  and  then  "  otfered  the  mysteries*'  (27th);  he  was  wont 
to  have  the  bath  heated  for  himself  only,  and  then  closed  by 
Sarapion  against  every  one  else  (23rd) ;  he  took  liis  meals  alone, 
and  int€mperat«Iy,  like  the  Cyclops  (25th  :  this  implied  the 
charge  of  being  unsocial). 
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(6)  Against  his  habits  in  regard  to  religion :  lie  did  not 
pray  on  entering  or  leaving  church  (12th) ;  whUe  on  his  tlirone, 
he  took  off  or  put  on  his  robes,  and  ate  lozenges  (28th :  this 
irharge  implies  the  use  of  peculiar  vestments  for  the  EuchariBt : 
as  to  the  lozenges,  or,  perhaps,  bread  wafers  (pastilli),  it  was  true 
that  he  advised  all  persons,  after  communicating,  to  take  one,  or  to 
drink  water). 

(c)  Against  bis  morality :  he  had  private  interviews  with 
women  (15th  :  tliis,  ns  Chrysostom  was  informed,  implied  or 
was  developed  into  a  charge  of  actual  immorality). 

The  "Council  at  the  Oak,"  after  examining  the  first  two  of 
these  charges  (relating  to  John  the  deacon's  own  grievance  and 
to  the  imprisonment  of  the  monk  John),  began  to  inquire  into 
accusations  preferred  against  Heraclides,  who  had  become  bishop 
of  Ephesus  under  Ohxysostom's  auspices,  and  Palladius,  bishop  of 
Helenopolis.  At  this  point  of  the  affair  the  question  of  Origenism 
reappeared  i  John  the  monk  both  denounced  Heraclides  as  an 
Origenizer,  and  complained  that  he  himself  had  been  oppressed 
by  Chrysostom  in  the  Origenizing  interest.  After  these  charges 
Iiad  been  considered,  the  council  recurred  to  two  more  of  John  the 
deacon's — those  relating  to  the  accusation  of  the  three  deacons, 
and  to  the  alleged  outrage  on  Memnou — and  then  the  third  accuser, 
bishop  Isaac,  first  denounced  Heraclides  as  an  Origenizer  and  as 
having  refused  to  eat  or  drink  with  Epiphanius,  and  then  handed 
in  a  paper  containing  seventeen  supplementary  charges  against 
(Jhrysostom.  In  these  the  imputation  of  Origenizing  sympathies 
was  prominent.     The  others  referred — 

(1)  To  Chrysostom *8  language  in  church :  some  words  spoken 
in  high  religious  excitement  were  adduced  as,  at  any  rate,  "  need- 
ing explanation."  He  waa  also  accused  of  having  blasphemously 
said  that  Christ's  prayer  waa  not  he^u*d  befau.?e  not  made  aright. 
Hut  especial  stress  apparently  was  laid  on  his  having  said,  "  If 
you  have  sinneil  again,  repent :  as  often  as  you  sin,  come  to  me, 
and  I  will  heal  you."  This,  it  was  urged,  was  a  distinct  encoitrage- 
nient  to  laxity. 

(2)  To  his  conduct  as  a  Church  ruler — as  that  he  had  invaded 
other  bishops'  dioceses,  ignored  the  rights  of  the  clergy  by  ordain- 
ing without  their  presence  and  consent,  treated  bishops  with 
insolence,  put  strange  afironts  on  clergy,  patronized  pagans  who 
were  bitterly  hostile  to  Christians,  made  men  bishops  who  were 
still  slaves,  seized  by  force  deposits  belonging  to  others,  maltreated 
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Isaac,  the  accueex,  many  times;  moreover,  that  he  had  beeu 
stirring  up  the  people  against  the  synod  then  sitting.  And  we 
must  include,  it  seems,  in  this  list  the  chai^^e  of  having  alluded 
to  the  Empress  under  the  name  of  Jezebel. 

(3)  His  j)ersonal   habits   were  denounced  as  unsocial;    "He 
disregards  the  duty  of  hospitality,  by  taking  his  meals  alone." 

Two  other  charges,  not  mentioned  by  the  framer  of  the  council 
Ari.s.  are  dwelt  upon  with  much  emphapis  by  Chiysoatom  :  "  It  is 
«aid  that  I  have  given  communion  to  several  persons  who  were 
not  fasting.  If  I  have  done  this,  let  my  name  be  blotted  out  of 
the  roll  of  bishops,  and  not  written  in  the  book  of  the  orthodox 
faitli,  .  .  .  and  Christ  shall  cast  me  out  of  His  kingdom."  Again 
he  was  charged  with  having  baptised  after  he  had  eaten.  "  But," 
he  proceeds,  *'  if  they  urge  this  contentiously,  let  them  depose  Paul 
who  baptized  a  whole  household  after  supper,  yea,  the  Lortl  Him- 
self, who  after  supper  gave  communion  to  His  apostles."  In  regard 
to  these  matters,  we  must  observe  that  baptism  was  ordinarily 
administered  at  the  end  of  a  most  solemn  fast  day,  Easter  Eve  ; 
and  that  the  Church  mle  as  to  fasting  communion,  so  strongly 
pressed  by  the  great  Fathers,  is  regarded  by  Chrysostom  as 
strictly  binding  on  his  conscience,  as  not  U)  bti  broken  without  sin, 
yet  as  differing  in  its  own  nature  from  a  moral  law  or  an  express 
command  of  Christ. 

To  i-elum  to  the  Council  of  the  Oak.  After  the  second  list 
of  charges  was  given  in,  two  of  them  were  syecially  examined — 
one  relating  to  Epiphanius's  reason  for  not  communicating  with 
Chiyaostom,  and  Ihe  other  relating  to  Chrysostom's  alleged  teach- 
ing on  the  prayer  of  Christ.  After  these  the  council  took  up 
the  third  in  the  first  list,  which  referred  to  the  sale  of  Church 
furniture, as  to  which  three  presbyters  gave  evidence,  two  of  whom 
were  alterwards  placed  in  Chrysostom^a  see.  On  the  fourth  in 
th:U  list,  the  sale  of  the  marbles,  the  same  %Wtnes.ses  spoke,  and  a 
fourth  pi-esbyter  with  them.  They  then,  with  two  others,  pressed 
the  council  to  give  judgment.  Paul,  bishop  of  Heraclea,  who  as 
metropolitan  over  Constantinople  was  jealous  of  its  bishop,  was 
ilie  first  to  say  that  it  was  time  to  take  this  step.  The  bishops 
thereupon,  beginning  with  Gymnasius  and  ending  with  Theophilus, 
voted  the  deposition  of  Chrysostom — apparently  towards  the  end 
of  the  thirteen  days  or  more  which  iu:e  to  be  assigned  for  the 
duration  of  this  disgraceful  synod.  Formal  notice  of  its  decision 
was  sent  to  the  clergy  of  Constantinople,  and  also  to  the  Emperor, 
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who  was  iatbrmed  that  "  Johnj  accused  and  refusing  to  plead,  had 
thereby  shown  a  guilty  conscience,  and  had  incurred  deposition  " 
— and  furthei;  that  among  the  charges  against  liim  was  that  ol* 
treason  (meaning  that  he  had  been  accused  of  describing  Eudoxia 
as  Jezebel),  which  must  be  left  to  the  Imperial  cognizance.  Tlie 
council  also  received  complaints,  apparently  after  the  sentence  had 
been  passed,  from  three  bishops  whom  Chrysostom  had  deposed, 
but  took  no  further  steps  in  their  case.  One  more  sitting — the 
thirteenth,  as  Photius  tells  us — was  occupied  with  the  condem- 
nation of  Hemclidea  of  Ephesua.  And  thus  the  work  being  done 
for  which  llieophilus  had  made  such  prepai-ations,  iie  thought  tit 
to  extend  his  favour  to  the  persecuted  "  Origenists  "  of  Nitria,  who 
therefore  were  exhorted  by  the  bishops  to  ask  his  pardou,  and  as 
nothing  was  more  onlinary  than  for  monks,  even  when  injuied,  to 
go  through  the  form  of  asking  pardon,  they  humbled  themselves 
thus  far  to  their  pope,  and  were  solemnly  restored  to  the  privileges 
of  his  communion.  "  I  do  not  think,"  says  Sozomen,  "  that  this 
woxdd  have  happened,"  if  all  four  Brothers  had  been  alive  and 
acting  together.  But  Dioscorus  was  dead,  and  Ammonius  was 
dying  ;  and  the  other  two  were  men  of  inferior  mark,  although 
in  themselves  both  good  and  able.  Thus  ended  the  Council  of 
the  Oak. 

But  we  must  look  back  a  little  to  see  the  immediate  results  of 
its  sentence  against  Chrysostom.  The  same  evening  had  brought 
the  news  over  to  Constantinople:  the  people  were  violently  in- 
censed, and  forthwith  kept  watch  around  the  Great  Church  all  night, 
to  prevent  their  bishop  from  being  carried  away.  At  daybreak 
they  loudly  demanded  another  and  a  lai^er  synod,  and  i>er8everetl 
for  two  days  in  llius  testifying  their  affection  for  Chrysostom.  On 
the  second  day  he  preached  a  sermon  beginning  "  Many  are  the 
billows  and  terrible  is  the  storm,  but  we  fear  not.  .  .  .  for  we 
stand  upon  the  IJock,"  and  exhorted  his  hearers  to  have  faith  in 
the  vitality  of  the  Church,  citing  his  favourite  texts,  "To  me  i<» 
live  is  Christ,"  and  "The  earth  is  the  Lord's,"  and  "We  broaght 
nothing  into  the  world."  Probably,  too,  be  preached  a  second 
sermon  in  which  he  cited  Job's  words,  "  Blessed  be  the  Name  of 
the  Lord" — a  sermon  in  which  that  saying  is  emphasized  does 
occur  in  his  works  as  the  second  discourse  before  his  exOe ;  in  it 
he  is  made  to  say,  "  They  are  about  to  depose  me  because  I  spread 
out  no  carpets,  and  wore  no  silken  garments,  and  did  not  pamper 
their  gluttony  nor  supply  them  with  gold  and  silver."    Arcadius, 
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passing   by  Ihc    charge   of  treason,  in   the    end   confirmed    the 

Klesiastical  sentence,  ordering  Clirysostoin  to  be  removed  fi-om 
church  and  carried  into  exile  :  and  on  the  third  day  alxtut 
m  the  biahop  privately  surrendered  himself  to  the  Imperial 
officers,  in  order  to  prevent  a  tumulfc  which  might  be  the  ground 
of  further  accusations.  And  thus»  as  the  summer  evening  advanced, 
Constantinople  saw  its  pastor  conducted  as  a  State  prisoner  by  a 
"  curiosus,"  or  Imperial  agent,  to  be  put  on  boani  ship ;  and  the 

■  next  morning  found  him  on  the  coast  of  Bithynia. 
Tliereupon  the  whole  heart  of  the  city  was  moved  witli 
sympathy  and  indignation.  When  Theophilus,  that  day,  appeai-ed 
in  the  cathedral  with  an  armed  following  and  hoped  Uj  overawe 
the  people  into  accepting  as  biahop  a  man  whom  be  had  selected, 
and  whose  appointment  he  intended  to  cany  out  in  due  form, 
he  found  that  he  had  undertaken  too  much.  The  people  were 
resolutely  loyal  to  Chrysostom.  A  sermon  by  Severiau,  to  the 
effect  that,  if  John  had  been  condemned  for  nothing  else,  his 
pride  alone  would  liave  merited  this  punishment,  was  heard  with 
disgust  and  followed  by  loud  outcries  against  the  preacher  and 
also  against  the  Alexandrian  bishop,  wliose  change  of  front  as 
U>  the  Brothers  was  deemed  self-condemnatory.  Orders  were 
given  to  clear  the  church :  the  "  satellites "  of  Theophilus  useil 
their  clubs,  and  blood  was  spilt  on  the  floor  of  the  baptistery. 
Forthwith  arose  a  wild  universal  outcry,  ringing  through  the 
streets,  thundering  at  the  gates  of  the  palace,  "  Give  us  back 
our  bishop ! "  With  the  demands  of  the  more  vehement  spirits 
were  mingled  the  loud  prayers  and  lamentations  of  ardently 
devout  sonls,  entreating  Divine  aid  for  a  city  bereft  of  its  pastor : 
and  we  are  told  that  some  persons  external  to  the  Church  weiv 
^  dee|)ly  impressed  by  the  aspect  of  the  city  on  that  memorable 
H  afternoon.  In  the  evening  a  shock  as  of  an  earthquake,  felt 
in  tlie  Imperial  apartments  as  well  as  in  the  streets,  frightened 
the  £mpress  into  repentance  for  her  part  in  the  attack  uiK>n 
Cl»7floatom.  That  very  night  she  sent  him  a  letter,  "  Let  not 
your  Holiness  think  that  I  was  a  party  to  what  has  been  done. 
Wicked  and  unprincipled  men  devised  this  plot.  My  sorrow. 
God  knows,  is  sincere."  She  i^eadUy  persuaded  her  husband  lo 
recall  the  bishop ;  and  Briso  her  chamberlain  was  sent  to  find 
and  bring  Idm  back.  It  was  not  known  at  Constantinnple  where 
he  was  jnst  then  to  he  found ;  but  Briso  presently  discovered  liini 
at  a  town  called  Pnenetus,  near  Nicomedia,  and  conducted  him 
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across  the  Bosporus,  which  W05  crowded  with  vessels  full  of  people 
awaiting  his  return.  He  stopped  for  a  while  at  Marianse,  a  house 
helonging  to  the  Empress,  in  the  Anaplus  quarter,  some  three 
leases  from  the  capital ;  refusing  to  come  further  until  a  fuller 
synod  than  that  of  the  Oak  should  have  cancelled  his  deposition. 

But  the  people  would  brook  no  delay.  They  murmured  angrily 
against  the  Emperur  and  Empress :  and  Chrysfistom  was  morally 
constrained  to  proceed  to  Constantinople,  escorted  by  thiity  bishops, 
and  met  by  enthusiastic  crowds  singing  hymns  composed  for  the 
occasion  and  for  the  moat  part  carrying  lighted  tapers,  the  usual 
t4>ken  of  triumphant  joy.  Thus  he  re-entered  the  Apostles' 
Church.  At  the  gate  his  scruples  as  to  his  canonical  position  re- 
asserted themselves.  "  This  must  be  done  by  virtue  of  a  judicial 
sentence  ;  the  existing  sentence  must  be  rescinded."  But  the 
people  insisted,  and  he  pa.ssed  onward,  upward  into  the  sanctuary, 
took  hia  old  place  on  the  throne,  and  his  people's  '*  ardent  desire  " 
to  hear  his  voice  again^  as  of  old,  was  gratified.  He  pronounced 
the  familiar  benediction,  "  Peace  be  to  you  all  \  *'  One  can 
imagine  the  thundering  response,  "  And  with  tliy  spirit ! "  And 
then  ho  preached,  extempore,  a  short  sermon,  beginning,  "Wliat 
shall  I  say  or  speak  ?  '  Blessed  be  God ! '  This  I  said  when  I  went 
away :  this  I  again  repeat — or  rather,  when  1  was  away,  I  never 
ceased  to  say  it."  He  bade  them  remember  how  he  had  dwelt  on 
Job's  words,  "  Blessed  be  the  Name  of  the  Lord  :"  exhorted  them 
to  bless  God  alike  in  trouble  and  in  gladness:  adverted  to  the 
religious  earnestness  which  recent  troubles  had  called  out,  to  the 
affection  and  attachment  which  were  now  shown  him  even  by 
Jews  and  others  formerly  alien  from  the  Church  and  the  bishop : 
ami  wth  significant  exultation  remarked  that,  for  once,  a  Church 
gathering  had  emptied  the  seats  at  the  Circus.  He  concluded  by 
a  reference  to  the  relics  honoured  in  that  church,  and  to  the 
difference,  on  that  day,  between  his  happy  sicuation  and  tlie  toils 
and  sufferings  of  apostles.  On  that  evening  he  hud  a  message 
from  Endoxia :  "  My  prayer  has  been  fulfilled.  It  is  worth  more 
thuu  the  diadem  to  have  regained  my  bishop  I  "  Next  day  he 
preached  a  longer  sermon,  heginuing  with  a  comparison,  in  very 
strange  taste,  between  Theophilus  and  the  Pharaoh  who  took  away 
Sarah  from  Abraham.  This  discourse  contains  also  a  panegyric,  of 
what  one  might  call  a  fulsome  sort,  on  Eudoxia.  as  to  whom  he 
would  now  naturally  endeavour  to  believe  and  hope  the  best. 
The  other  remarkable  points  in  the  sermon  are  the  description  of 
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Theophilos's  mvasion  of  the  cathedral,  the  vivid  jjicture  of  mothers 
tiolding  their  little  ones  and  thronging  the  water-edge  as  he  dis- 
embarked, and  the  mention  of  the  flight  of  aome  faithless  and 
shame-stricken  clerics,  who  had  turned  againat  their  t^hief,  and 
had  now  "  decamped  when  none  pursued." 

But  amid  all  this  joy  he  kept  steadily  in  mind  his  object — the 
regular  and  synodical  abrogation  of  the  proceedings  of  the  synod 
\\i  the  Oak,  and  his  own  reinstatement  by  unimpeachable  Church 
aathority.  The  example  of  St.  Atlianaaiua,  who  had  been  much 
hampered  by  the  want  of  such  a  reinstatement  after  his  retui*n 
from  his  first  exile,  was  before  him  ;  and  ho  induced  iVrcadins  to 
issue  citations  for  a  new  synod.  Upon  this,  as  Chrj'sostom  him- 
self tells  the  story,  "  Theophilus,  as  one  self-convicted  and  feur- 
'\Xi%  exposure,  secretly,  at  midnight,  put  himself  on  board  a  vessel, 
and  fled  away  with  his  adherents/'  including  the  calumnious  monk 
Is&aa  Vei-y  few  of  the  hostile  bishops  ventured  to  remain  at 
Constantinople ;  two,  however,  left  only  to  return  in  a  short  time 
with  reuewed  plans  of  hostility — Severian  and  Antiochua.  It 
appears  that  sixty-five  bishops,  by  communicatLug  with  Chryso- 
stom,  testified  their  contempt  for — it  may  be,  in  some  cases,  their 
r^ret  for  having  sanctioned — the  proceedings  of  the  hostile 
council.  But  this  was  not  a  synodical  act :  it  could  not,  therefore, 
content  him,  and  he  continued  to  press  for  the  holding  of  another 
counciL  Theophilus,  in  fact,  was  cited  to  attend,  but  he  excused 
himself  on  the  ground  of  popidar  excitement.  So  passed  away  two 
months,  which  Palladius  describes  as  "a  breathing- time  from 
affliction :  "  but  the  second  period  of  Chrysostom's  troubles  must 
be  reserved  for  another  chapter. 


CHAPTER  XXX. 

8T,   CERYSOSTOM'S   LATER  TE0UBLK8. 


Whatever  hopes  might  be  entertained,  at  the  time  of  Chrysoatom's 
recall,  as  to  a  good  uuderstandin;^'  far  thtj  future  between  the  court 
and  the  bishop  of  Constantinople  were  thoi-oughlj  blighted  during 
the  autumn  of  this  same  year.  He  had  found  that  Arcadius 
became  lukewarm  in  respect  of  the  new  Coimcil  and  the  fi-esh 
inquiry  which  he  deinauded  with  so  much  earnestness.  The 
Emperor,  always  dull  and  languid,  was  accustomed  to  be  ruled  by 
his  clever  wife :  she  had,  no  doubt,  expressed  in  almost  hyper- 
bolical terms  her  satisfaction  at  regaining  her  pastor  ;  but  when 
Chrj'sostom  with  a  strange  excess  of  courtliness  expressed  in 
return  hus  confidence  in  her  goodness,  he  mu^t  have  had,  to  say  the 
least,  considerable  misgivings,  and  he  was  now  to  find  them  justi- 
fied to  the  full.  It  was  apparently  about  the  end  of  September, 
403,  when  the  people  of  Constantinople  were  invited  to  admire  a 
silver  statue  of  the  Empress,  which  was  being  erected  in  the 
Augusteeum  on  a  lofty  pillar  of  porphyry  in  front  of  the  senate- 
house  and  on  the  south-west  of  the  cathedi'al.  Tlie  beautiful 
Frankish  princess  was  represented  as  wearing  a  loug  robe,  and 
doubtless  as  adorned  with  imperial  insignia.  As  waa  usual  at  the 
inauguration  of  imperial  statues — which,  according  to  the  notions  of 
that  time,  were  so  closely  associated  witli  the  very  [>ei*sauality  of 
the  originals — there  was  much  noisy  a}j]ilause,  and  much  display 
of  "  dancers  and  mimes,"  within  "  hall'  the  breadth  of  a  street  " 
from  the  very  gates  of  St.  Sophia.  Now  we  must  remember  that 
these  exhibitions,  in  the  form  in  which  they  then  existed  and 
excited  popular  interest  in  Constantinople,  stiiTod  up  in  the  breast 
of  such  a  man  as  Chrysostom  not  simple  contempt  or  disapproval, 
but  vivid  hatred.  To  him,  who  well  knew  them  to  be  centres  of 
moral  pestilence,  who  distinctly  believed  them  to  be,  iu  the  fullest 
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sense,  "  works  of  the  devil,'*  who  had  so  eamoatly,  so  passionately 
striven  to  guard  his  people  against  their  foul  attractions,  it  was 
Ueyond  words  horrifying  and  exaa[>eratini:  to  find  them  brought  so 
near  to  the  house  of  God.  It  might,  indeed,  have  been  expected  that, 
in  the  first  instance,  he  would  have  asked  the  Emperor  to  consider 
the  unseemliness  of  their  juxtaposition  with  the  cathedral,  as 
Socrates  evidently  thought  he  mi<;ht  have  done.  But  Socrates  did 
not  well  understand  such  a  soul  aa  Chrysostom's,  and  the  bishop, 
Hs  the  "fire  kindled"  within  him,  "spake  with  his  tongue"  in 
church,  and  thereby  gave  umbrage  at  court.  Eudoxia  took 
special  offence,  and  accordingly,  says  Socrates,  "began  to  devLse 
means  for  assembling  another  Couucil  against  him."  Chrysostom, 
he  adds,  became  aware  of  this  intention,  and  thereupon  '*  delivered 
in  the  church  that  celebrated  sermon  beginning.  *  Again  Herodias 
is  raging,  again  she  Ls  excited,  agaui  she  is  dancing,  again  she  is 
seeking  to  obtain  the  head  of  John/ "  The  sermon  now  extant 
which  has  this  beginning  (on  "  the  bohcailing  of  St.  John  the 
Baptist")  is  unquestionably  spurious,  and  Gibbon  thinks  that  the 
sentence  may  perhaps  have  been  invented :  but  Chrysostom 
may  very  probably  have  uttered  .«^ome  allusion  to  the  daughter  of 
Herodias  as  the  pi-ototype  of  the  dancers  ugaiust  whom  he  was 
preaching ;  and  considering  his  liability  to  impassioned  declama- 
tion in  moments  of  zealous  wrath,  it  is  possible,  and,  if  he  did  name 
the  Baptist,  it  seems  only  too  certain,  that  in  the  irritation  caused 

tby  the  affaii'  of  the  silver  statue  and  enhanced  by  what  he  had 
just  learned  about  Eudoxia's  new  schtniies,  he  meant  tlie  sentence 
to  point  at  one  whom  he  knew  thencefoi-ward  to  be  his  enemy. 
I  To  do  BO  was  to  play  her  game,  to  give  her  "  occasion,"  to  pre- 
cipitate a  crisis :  she  was  now  more  than  ever  a  sure  resource  to 
Chrysostom's  opponents,  and  they  sent  to  Thoophilus,  desiring 
him  either  to  return  personally  to  Constantinople  or  to  suggest  a 
method  of  oj>ening  the  new  campaign.  Instead  of  coming  himself, 
Theophilua  .sent  three  "  pitiable "  bishops — Paul,  Pa^meu,  and 
another  newly  ordained — putting  in  theii*  hands  those  canons  of 
^K  the  Antiochene  Council  of  Dedication  which  hiul  been  quoted  by 
^V  Aiianizers  against  the  greatest  of  his  o^vn  predecessors.  "  If."  said 
\  the  fourth  of  these  canons,  "a  bishop  deposed  by  a  synod  .  .  . 
I  shall  officiate,  he  shall  never  have  a  hope  of  restitution  or  of 
!  synodical  le-hearing,  and  those  who  adhere  to  him  shall  be  cast 
'  ont  of  the  Church."  The  three  bishops  were  active  in  collecting 
allies,  and  Chrysostom,  in  his  own  defence,  assembled  as  many 
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friendly  bishops  as  be  could.  Unexpectedly,  afoer  he  bad  been 
vainly^  as  it  seemed,  working  for  the  convocation  of  a  synod  which 
should,  by  its  numbers  and  character,  crush  the  authority  of  the 
8ynod  of  the  Oak.  a  synod  was  now  imminent ;  but  there  was  too 
much  reason  to  fear  that  it  might  prove  a  "Synod  of  the  Oak" 
over  again.  It  liad  not  apparently  begun  its  sittings  when,  at 
Christmas  403,  Arcadius,  under  Eudoxia's  dictation,  declined  to 
come  to  church :  he  could  not  in  conscience  communicate  with  his 
bishop  until  the  accusations  made  at  the  late  Council  were  db- 
proved.  "  T  am  quite  ready,"  answered  Chrysostom,  as  Sozomen 
tells  the  story,  ^'to  defend  myself."  His  bold  frank  bearinp 
induced  even  the  hostile  bishops,  such  as  Acacius,  I^ontius  of 
Ancyra,  Ammonius  of  Laodicea  in  Ilsidia,  Antiochus,  Cyrinus.  and 
Severian,  to  communicate  with  him  ;  whichj  on  their  own  showing, 
was  inconsLstent  with  the  Antiochene  canons. 

When  the  proceedings  of  this  Council  of  Constantinople 
were  opened  at  the  beginning  of  404,  the  real  character  of 
the  forty  or  more  charges  brought  forward  at  the  Oak,  which 
Gibbon  calls  "  frivolous  or  improbable,"  was  practically  exhibited 
before  the  world.  The  Council,  or  the  managers  of  the  intrigue 
against  Chrysoatom,  droj^ped  those  charges — professing,  apparently, 
that  having  been  once  condemned  on  those  counts  he  could  not  be 
admitted  to  a  second  trial — and  rested  simply  on  the  letter  of  the 
Antiochene  c-anons.  It  was  formally  proposed  that  ten  bishops  of 
Chryaostom's  party  should  discuss  with  the  opposite  side  the  ques- 
tion which  was  inevitable  when  those  canons  wore  adduced :  Was 
that  Council  of  Antioch  a  Catholic  Council,  or  a  non-Catholic  one  ? 
Cbrysostom's  friends  maintained  the  latter  view,  and  affirmed  that 
the  fourth  canon  had  been  abrogated  or  set  aside  by  the  action  of 
the  Council  of  Sardica — which  was  substantially  true,  inasmuch  as 
the  latter  Council  held  itself  free  to  review  the  whole  Athanasian 
case,  without  regard  to  any  such  Council  as  the  Antiochene.  The 
discussion  was  conducted  in  Arcadiuss  own  presence.  Klpidios 
of  the  Syrian  Laodicea  insisted  that  Chrysostom  had  returned  by 
the  Emjxiror's  express  order,  and  that  the  Antiochene  Council  Mas 
heretical.  A  war  of  words  ensued,  with  little  reverence  for  the 
Emperor's  dignity ;  when  there  was  a  lull,  Elpidius — an  old  man 
who  had  suffered  under  Valens  for  orthodoxy — said  very  quietly  to 
the  Emperor,  *'  Instead  of  troubling  your  Grace  at  further  length, 
let  our  brethren  on  the  other  side,  who  protluce  these  canons, 
profess  in  writing  to  believe  as  their  authors  believed."     Arcadius's 


XXX.]  S/,  Chrysostoms  Later  Troubles, 


79 


listless  expression  was  brightened  for  once  by  a  smile.  "  Nothing," 
he  said,  "can  be  more  to  the  purpose."  Utterly  taken  aback,  the 
adverse  bishops,  *'  their  faces  livid  with  vexation,"  reluctantly  prt>- 
mised  to  make  the  profession,  but  never  in  fact  did  so. 

Weeks  passed  away  in  this  vague  skirmishing ;  Chrysostom  con- 
tinued  cootficiate,  and  to  hold  meetings  with  his  own  episcopal  sup- 
porters, forty-two  in  number.  At  last,  in  Lent,  Aiitiochus  informed 
Arcadius  tliat  Chrysostom  was  now  condemned,  and  must  not  be 
allowed  to  officiate  at  Easter.  The  feeble  prince  acquiesced,  and 
sent  an  order  to  Chrysostom  to  "  leave  his  church  ;  "  to  which  he 
answered,  "Leave  it  I  cannot,  for  I  received  it  from  Crod  ;  if  I 
go,  it  must  be  under  force,  for  which  you  must  be  responsible." 
Arcadius  accordingly  sent  some  officers,  who  removed  him  firom 
the  cathedral,  but  allowed  him  to  stay  within  his  own  bouse. 
Holy  Week  began — Holy  Saturday  was  at  hand ;  another  order 
was  sent,  with  a  like  reply.  Arcadius,  uneasy,  consulted  Acacius 
and  Antiochus,  who  answered,  "  0  Emperor,  on  our  heads  be  the 
deposition  of  Johnl"  The  Emperor  and  Empress  on  that  last 
day  of  Lent  received  a  formal  petition  from  the  forty  bishops 
faithful  to  Chrysostom,  and  one  of  these  prelates  took  leave  of 
Eudoxia  with  the  significant  warning,  "  Eeax  Grod,  and  pity  your 
own  children  I  " 

The  scene  which  followed  is  one  of  the  most  striking  in  ancient 
Church  history.  The  holiest  evening  of  the  Christian  year  had 
began ;  the  Easter-eve  services,  the  Scripture  readings,  the 
l>apti8m  of  catechumens,  were  proceeding,  as  Chrysostom  tells  us, 
when  the  imperial  soldiers  broke  into  the  sanctuary  of  the 
church,  drove  out  the  clergy,  beset  the  chancel  and  put  to 
flight  the  female  postulants  for  baptism — not  refraining  from 
blows,  which  dyed  the  very  font  with  blood.  **  Nor  did  the 
horrors  end  here.  The  soldiers  penetrated  to  the  place  where  the 
Holy  Things  were  reserved ;  they  looked  in — some  of  thein,  as  I 
know,  being  still  unbaptized  men ;  and  the  most  holy  Blood  uf 
Cluist,  as  might  well  be  in  such  a  tumult,  was  spilt  on  the  cloaks 
of  the  soldiers."  But  the  scene  described  by  Chrysostom  as  in  a 
chureh  is  associated  by  Palladius  with  the  Baths  of  Constantino, 
whicli  were  near  the  < 'hurch  of  the  Apostles :  he  tells  of  wounds 
uHven,  of  the  "pool"  sprinkled  with  the  blood  of  two  old  priests 
t»caten  on  the  head  with  bludgeons,  of  women  diiveu  away  in 
indecorons  flight,  of  saciilegious  insults  offered  to  the  Sacrament, 
if  we  are  so  to  inteipret  the  phrase  "  the  officer  in  command  rudely 
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jostlud  the  deacon  and  spilt  the  stfmhole" — which  seems  to  mean 
that  he  shook  the  cbalice,  which  the  deacon,  Jis  usual,  was  holdinfj 
for  the  camraunion  of  the  new-baptized.  How  are  we  to  deal 
with  the  differinpr  accounts  of  localities  ?  Assiu-edly  Chrysostom'a 
must  be  prefen*ed  to  his  biographer's,  if  one  scene  of  outrage,  and 
not  two,  Li  to  be  supposed.  High  authorities,  indeed,  would 
hannonize  by  combining— by  making  two  distinct  attacks  take 
platie,  one  on  a  church,  another,  at  a  later  hour,  on  the  baths, 
after  vain  attempts  on  the  part  of  a  military  officer  to  induce 
the  people  to  return  to  the  chm'ch,  .so  that  it  might  not  appear 
^'Ilcant  on  Tester-day.  Yet  although  on*^  i.s  slow  to  disf^ent  from 
Tillemont  and  Montfaucon,  it  seems  hanlly  probable  that  this 
should  liave  been  the  case.  If  cinly  one  such  scene  occurred,  we 
must  place  it,  on  T-hrysostom's  authoril.y,  in  the  churchy  probablv 
St.  Sophia's  or  perhaps  the  Apostles' ;  and  it  is  ea-sy  to  nndcratand 
how  PflUadivjs  may  have  been  led  to  think  of  "  baths,"  if  the 
outrages  t^ok  place,  for  the  most  part,  in  a  baptistery.  Such 
was  the  profanation  of  the  Pkster-eve  of  404,  the  16th  of  April. 
It  was  somewhat  like  the  irruption  of  Syrianus  into  the  church  at 
Alexandria,  on  that  evening  when  Athanasius  liatle  his  people 
receive  the  invaders  with  the  psalm  which  pi-oclaimed  the  ever- 
lasting mercies  of  God.  In  the  latter  case,  indeetl,  there  was  no 
such  sacrilege  ;  in  the  former,  there  was  no  actual  homicide : 
but  in  both  there  wjis  the  pi-ofiination  of  ii  Christhin  service  by 
brute  force  under  Government  authority. 

In  these  miserable  circumstances  did  the  Church  of  Constanti- 
nople begin  the  actual  "  Day  of  Splendour,"  as  the  Easterns  for 
a^'es  have  Cidled  the  Sunday  of  the  Resurrection.  To  Chrysostom 
it  was  always  a  day  of  supreme  happiness;  "a  festival."  as  he 
says  in  an  Easter-day  sermon,  "  kept  in  heaven  as  well  as  in  eiuth. 
common  to  angela  and  to  men ;  a  day  on  which  '  Chenibim  and 
Seraphim  '  sympMithized  in  Christians*  gladness ;  a  day  which  the 
Lord  of  angels  and  men  was  not  ashamed  Himself  to  greet  with 
joy."  On  such  a  day — as  he  goes  on,  in  this  glowing  passage,  to 
ask — "  what  reason  was  left  for  despondency  ?  "  Had  he  askt^l 
that  question  on  the  fjister  morning  of  404,  he  would  have  found 
that,  if  not  in  his  own  brave  heart,  yet  in  the  heaits  of  many  of 
his  brethren  and  children  in  Christ,  there  was  a  sore  struggle 
between  patience  and  despair.  AH  thix)ugh  the  city,  in  houses 
and  in  public  places, — so  he  himself  tells  us — there  was  loud 
wailing  n.s  of  universal  sorrow.     We  gather  from  his  biographer 
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that  the  violences  of  Easter-eve  were  speedily  followed  by  the 
imprisonmeut  of  priests  aud  deucous,  and  the  expulsion  of  laymen 
of  rank  from  the  city,  for  the  oflence  of  comniunicatini,'^  with  a 
bisho])   dfcx-lared   to   bo   deposed ;   to  this  he  himself  adds   that 
bishops  of  the  hostile  party  were  active  during  the  night  in  thus 
expelling  theh'  episcopal  brethren,  and  were  "  not  ashamed  "  to  go 
about   Constantiuoplo   with  military  officei*3  instead   of  deacons 
walking  in  front.     Well  might   even  pagans  and  Jews  express 
their  pity  and  indignation.     The  whole  population  of  Chm-ehinon. 
forbidden    under   penalties   to    communicate    with    Chrysostom, 
refused  in  the  plaiueat  manner  to  enter  churches  which  were  in 
the  keeping  of  his  foes.     They  went  forth  into  the  open  countiy. 
U)  keep  their  Easter,  as  Chrysostom  says,  "  under  trees  aud  in 
woods ;  *"  and  Arcadius,  riding  out  to  a  meadow  known  as  the 
"  I'empton."  afterwards  enclosed  within  the  line  of  the  Theodosian 
Wall,  was  aiu-jnised  to  see  a  great  crowd  of  people  in  white.    '"  AVho 
are  those  ? "  he  a-^ked ;  and  was  answered  by  some  of  his  body-guaid. 
"  Heretics ! "     The  fact  was  that  they  were  some  three  thousand 
neophytes,  baptized  amid  the  tumidt  and  ten'or  of  the  preceding 
evening,  and  wearing,  as  was  usual  through  the  great  Octave,  their 
baptismal  white.     It  was   i>erhap3  without  a   direct   order  from 
^ix^adius  (who,  we  are  told,  had  not  personally  authorized  the 
late  sacrilege),  that  some  of  the  roughest  of  his  guartl  wore  sent  to 
disperse  the  congregation  aad  seize  the  clergy.     Of  the  latter  a 
few  were  arrested;  of  the  former  a  number — including  some  noble 
ladies  whose  veils  and  earrings  were  rudely  torn  ofif,  in  some  cases, 
i'alladius  afi&rms,  so  rudely  as  to  cairy  away  part  of  the  ear  witlj 
them — wei'e  added  to  the  company  of  imprisoned  confessors,  and 
joined  with  theui   in  the  worship   and  Eucharist  which  turned, 
says  I'alladius,  the   very  dungeons  into   churches,  while  in   the 
churches  blows  and  tortures  were  being  inflicted  in  order  to  coerce 
the  sufiferers  into  saying,  "  Anatliema  to  John  I  " 

So  passed  the  Easter  season.  Chrysostom  was  still  in  hLs  own 
house,  and  ti^^ted  as  a  deposed  bishop,  but  not  us  a  State  offender  : 
he,  doubtless,  continued  his  episcopal  oversight,  as  far  as  possible, 
over  his  adherents,  who  now  begau  to  be  called  "  Joauuites,"  ami 
worshipped  sometimes  in  a  wooden  hippodrome  which  Constantine 
had  built  before  the  city  was  completed — probably  near  the  gate 
called  the  "  Gate  of  the  Cii-cus  "  in  the  Wall  of  Theodosius  II.— 
sometimes  in  other  places,  and  in  some  instances,  it  seems,  even  in 
chnrches  within  the  city.  And  to  this  time  is  to  be  referred  the 
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bishop's  firat  letter  to  tho  llonian  patrinrch  Innocent  I.,  who  had 
succeeded  Anaatasius  at  the  beginning  of  May,  402,  and  who,  as  we 
shall  see  hereiifter,  was  a  man  tif  unorgy  and  ability.  To  this 
prelate  Chrysostom  now  wrote,  btit  not  to  him  alone ;  tliree  copies 
of  the  same  letter  were  sent  to  the  thi-ee  great  Italian  prelates 
of  Home,  Milan,  and  Aquileia.  His  object  was  to  enlist  the 
pmcfcic4il  sympathy  of  influential  bishojis,  from  the  Ivoman 
bishop  downwards.  And  if  he  wrote  to  Venerius  of  Milan  and 
Chi-omatius  of  Aquileia,  wo  may  be  sure  that  he  wrote  to  his  old 
friend  and  "father,"  Flavian  of  Antiouh.  But  Flavijin's  days  were 
numbered  ;  his  last  public  demonstration,  so  to  speak,  was  a  stead- 
fast refusal  to  acknowledge  the  justice  of  the  proceedings  against 
Chrysostom,  and  be  died  in  the  eai'ly  part  of  the  autumn  of  404,  in 
full  conununion — owing  to  (Jhr^'sastom's  p^e^^ou3  exertions — with 
the  Churches  of  the  West  and  of  Eg>'pt. 

T^t  na  remark,  in  passing,  that  Chrysostom  here  gives  tho  moat 
luminous  expression  to  his  view  of  the  position  of  the  Roman  aee. 
He  did  not  regard  that  see  us  the  centre  of  ecclesiastical  justice ; 
had  he  so  regardeil  it,  he  must  have  specially  applied  to  Pope 
Fnuijcent's  tribunal  as  the  supreme  court  of  apj>eal — to  Pope 
Innocent  himself  as  the  appointed  representative,  for  all  Christen- 
dom, of  tlie  divine  universal  Arbiter.  He  could  not,  with  any  such 
thought  in  his  mind,  have  simply  sent  to  Pope  Innocent  one  copy 
of  a  circular  transmitted  to  the  prelates  of  the  chief  Italian  sees. 
Of  course  he  would  have  saifl  that  the  Cliurch  of  Rome  was  a 
greater  Church  than  those  of  Milan  and  Aquileia;  but  although 
he  would  doubtless  have  admitted  tliat  tho  bishop  of  Home  was 
first  among  bishops,  in  the  sense  recognised  by  the  Council  of 
Constantinople  in  381,  there  seems  to  be  no  proof  that  he  thought 
of  the  great  "  Apostolic  see "  of  the  West  as  its  occupants  and 
immediate  dependents  thought  of  it  in  his  time.  In  other  words, 
while  he  most  firmly  believed,  and  emphatically  taught,  that  a 
primacy  of  honour  and  of  influence^-of  influence  involving  a 
certain  amount  of  moral  authority — had  been  granted  by  Christ  to 
the  great  Apostle  M'hose  faith  and  devotion  had  qualifie<.l  him  for 
such  a  pre-eminence,  yet,  as  far  as  we  know,  he  did  not  suppose 
this  primacy  to  have  been  transmitted  by  St.  Peter  to  the  bishops 
of  Rome.  When,  in  one  remarkable  fiassage  of  liis  early  work 
"  On  the  Priesthood,"  Chrysostom  spoke  of  "  those  who  came  after 
Peter  "  as  entrusted,  like  him.  with  the  charge  of  Christ's  sheep. 
it  appears  from  the  context  that  he  was  thinking  of  a  "  l*etrine 
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snccessioQ  "  in  which  nil  chief  pastors,  or  prelates,  of  the  Church 
iiad  a  sliare. 

To  return  to  Clirvsoslom'a  letter.  He  begins  with  tlie  fonnula 
of  respect  used  to  all  bishops :  **  To  my  most  reverend  lord,  the 
bishop  most  dear  to  (jod."  He  gives  an  account  of  his  troubles, 
from  the  arrival  of  Theophilus  to  the  recent  Easter-eve  atrocities  : 
it  is  from  this  account,  of  primary  authority  for  the  period  which 
it  covers,  that  we  have  already  quoted,  in  words  or  in  substance, 
sevend  passives.  In  his  narrative  Chrysostom  dwells — and  it  is  a 
|>oint  of  importance  to  be  remembered — on  the  impropriety  of  the 
claim  put  forth  on  the  part  of  the  bisliop  of  Alexandria  to  ait  as 
judge  on  Church  affairs  of  Constantinople,  After  finishing  his 
tmgical  story,  Chrysostom  adds  that  "the  misery  is  daily  increas- 
ing;" that  now  he  has  reached  the  "extremity  of  woes,"  From 
the  great  city  where  he  himself  was  bishop,  agitation  and  division 
were  spreading  far  away  into  the  provinces  of  the  East,  severing 
clerics  from  their  bishops,  bishox^s  from  their  colleagues,  churches 
from  churches;  and  the  precedent  set  by  high-haiide<i  usurpation, 
on  the  part  of  Theophilus  and  his  abettors,  would  be  followed  by 
intemecine  strife  and  world-wide  confusion.  Therefore  he  requests, 
be  entreats  the  prelates,  his  "  most  honoured  and  pious  lords,"  that 
estch  of  them  will  write  to  condemn  the  ex  parte  decisions  of  the 
Council  of  the  Oak  ;  to  declare  that  those  wlm  have  perverted 
juBtioe  by  such  flagrant  partiality  as  would  shock  even  "  Sanuatians 
and  Scythians  "  have  incnrre<l  "  tiie  penalties  of  ecclesiastical  law ;  " 
nnd  furthermore,  to  assure  him,  thus  unjustly  treated,  of  their  un- 
frientlship  nnd  church-communion.  He  promised  to  meet  any 
lions  brought  against  liim  before  judges  morally  competent; 
had  declined  to  plead  before  notorious  enemies,  but  he  had 
loudly  protested  his  readiness  to  abide  true  justice.  Wliat  he  had 
•'  deprecated/'  he  emphatically  says,  was  "  not  trial,  but  animosity," 
Chrysost-om's  letter  to  Rome  was  accompanied  by  two  others, 
from  the  faithful  "  forty  bishops  "  and  the  clergy  of  Constantinople : 
the  bearers  were  four  of  the  bishops,  one  l>eing  that  Pansopbius 
whom  Chrysostom.  on  a  day  of  painful  agitation  in  regard  to  the 
case  of  Antoninus  of  Epheaua,  had  requested  to  celebrate  in  hig^ 
stead.  When  these  envoys  and  two  deacons  with  them  arrived 
at  Rome,  they  found  that  Theophilus  had  been  beforehand  with 
them.  He  had  sent  a  Reader  with  a  letter  to  Innocent,  in  so  curt 
Hud  haughty  a  style  as  to  defeat  its  own  object.  He  informed 
Innocent  that  he  had  deposed  the  bishop  of  Constantinople ;    he 
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ilid  not  give  any  reasons,  nor  say  with  whom  he  had  acted ;  and  as 
Ite  hod  not  boen  at  CousUmtinople  at  the  second  deposition,  it  is 
Huppoaed  by  Tillemont  that  he  felt  constrained  to  assume  responsi- 
bility for  it  as  having  been  done  under  his  counsel  and  at  his 
prompting.  Innocent  disliked  the  tone  of  his  letter,  but  was  in 
some  perplexity  until  Eusebius^  a  deacon  of  Chrysostom's,  then  at 
Rome  on  some  (Jliurch  business,  went  to  him  with  a  written 
memorial,  requesting  that  he  would  wait  a  little  and  learn  more 
iibout  the  late  intrigue.  Innocent  had  only  waited  three  days 
when  the  envoys  unived.  He  read  the  lettei*s,  and  then  \\Tote  to 
Chrysoatom  and  Theophilus  that  lie  retained  hia  ecclesiastical 
i-elationa  with  both  (>F  them,  but  that,  the  sentence  recently  passed 
on  Chr}'sostom  Wiia,  in  his  judgment,  vitiated  by  paniality,  and 
that  there  ought  to  be  another  synod,  representing  both  West  and 
East,  and  including  no  partisans  of  either  side.  After  he  had  sent 
off  these  letters^  he  was  visited  by  two  other  emissaries  from  Theo- 
philus, bringing  another  letter  and  alao  some  memoranda  as  to 
the  Council  of  the  Oak,  acconding  to  which  Chrysostom  had  been 
condemned  by  thirty-six  bishops,  of  whom  twenty-nine  were 
T^yptians.  "  Pope  Innocent,"  as  Palladius  expresses  it,  "  read  th** 
documents,  and  found  that  the  chai-ges  were  not  serious,  and  thai 
John  had  not  been  present,  nor  convicted  face  to  face ;  he  therefore 
retained  hi.s  disregard  for  Theophilus's  extravagant  conduct  in  pass- 
ing so  impetuous  and  liarsh  a  sentence  on  a  man  in  his  absence/' 
and  wrote  a  second  letter  telling  his  *'  brother  Theophilua  *'  that  he 
was  still  in  communion  with  both  the  contending  parties,  and  that 
before  he  could  withdraw  his  oommimion  from  Chrysostom  there 
must  be  a  fair  trial  following  on  "  tliat  farce  that  had  been  played." 
Then,  after  a  shaip  allusion  to  the  invalidity  of  Antiochene  canons, 
the  letter  concluded  by  inviting  Theuphilus  to  attend  and  state  his 
case  at  "  a  synod  held  accoi-ding  to  the  mind  of  Chiiat/'  which 
alone  coidd  give  security  to  his  position.  It  is  observable  that 
Innocent,  with  all  his  high  ^iews  of  the  dignity  and  authority  of 
his  see,  "  did  not  consider,"  as  Tillemont  well  expresses  it,  "  that 
in  his  letter  he  was  giving  a  judicial  decision,"  but  declared  thai 
the  case  ought  to  be  linally  settled  by  a  Council  unimpeachably 
(Composed.  If  Chrysostom's  letter  impresses  us  as  ignoring  the 
present  Eoman  doctrine,  or  Indeed  much  less  extreme  doctrine  than 
the  present  in  its  ontireness,  on  the  subject  of  Papal  authority,  it 
18  also  striking  to  find  a  pope  like  Innocent  I.,  wlicn  dealing  xinth 
Easier M^  so  utterly  silent  as  to  any  exclusive  prerogative  belonging 
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to  the  chftir  of  St.  Peter,  and  so  einpliatio  in  enforcing  the  authority 
of  a  legitimate  synod.  It  is  clear  that  he  hojjod  by  means  of  his 
Kmperor,  Honorius,  to  obtain  the  asseniblinj^  of  such  a  synod  ;  and 
he  may  very  probably  have  expected  ihat  when  it  met  and  read 
over  the  documents  of  the  case,  the  fair  and  ihgnified  tone  of  Ida 
<»wn  letters  would  add  much  to  the  montl  weight  of  his  see  in  the 
j^'eneral  mind  of  the  Church.  Hi.H  predecessor  Julius  hud  nphekl 
orthodoxy  and  the  cause  of  Athanasius,  and  had  strengthened 
rtoman  influence  by  doing  his  duty.  It  was  just  as  possible,  so 
Innm^enl  might  think,  for  himself  to  exhibit  Uome  afi  the  witness 
for  justice  and  for  the  authority  of  Church  law  as  against  usurpa- 
tion and  oppressiveness ;  and  he  would  lujt  be  wanting  to  the 
•tpportnnity.  Meantime  he  had  recourse,  says  Palladius,  to  prayer 
and  fasting,  in  order  to  obtain  a  return  of  peace. 

But  Chrysostom's  life,  as  well  as  his  jxwition  at  Uoristanlinople, 
was  imperilled  during  these  Paschal  weeks;  two  attempts  were 
made  to  assassinate  him.  In  the  tirst  case,  he  obtained  the  I'elease 
of  the  accused  person  before  torture  had  been  applied  to  him  ;  in 
the  second  coae,  the  criminal  was  a  slave  of  one  of  his  "  oj^en  foes." 
-Vfler  this  latter  attempt,  the  faithful  of  the  city  were  profoundly 
alarmed  for  his  safety  :  "  the  more  earnest  among  them  took  it  in 
turns  to  guard  his  palace  night  and  day,"  but  their  "  zeal."  says 
Tillemont,  only  brought  to  a  head  the  ro?d  design  of  those  who, 
without  being  associated  for  any  munlorons  enterprise,  were  firmly 
l»ent  on  making  a  severance,  as  absolute  its  if  by  death,  l^etween 
Ubiysostom  and  Constantinople.  This  time  they  were  i^isolved 
there  should  be  no  weak  recall,  under  sudden  tremors,  of  a  duly- 
signed  impenal  mandate ;  the  work  should  be  done  thoroughly, 
and  done  once  and  for  all. 

The  Easter  season  had  come  to  an  end,  iiuit  five  days  afterwanls 
the  leaders  of  the  party  obtained  an  audience  of  Arcadius.  Palladiua 
makes  them  say,  "  You  are  under  no  authority,  and  you  have 
authority  over  all ;  you  can  do  what  you  choose  :  he  not  more  gentle 
than  presbyters,  more  conscientious  than  bishops !  We  told  you 
publidy  that  we  would  take  the  deposition  of  John  on  our  own 
heads.  Do  not  spare  one  man  at  the  cost  of  not  sparing  us  all." 
Something  like  this  they  probably  did  say,  and  Arcadius  ere  long 
yielded  A  "  notary  "  wtis  sent  from  the  palace  to  bid  Chrysoatoni 
**  commend  his  affairs  to  God  and  so  depart."  He  prepared  to 
obey  this  unequivocal  mandate.  "  Come,"  he  said  to  the  friendly 
bishops,  "  let  ua  pray,  and  say  farewell  to  the  angel  of  tlie  Church," 


86 


TJie  Age  of  the  Fathers. 


[Chap. 


meaning,  of  coiu*se,  its  guardian  angeL    Just  then  he  was  warned  by 
a  message  from  a  friendly  official  of  high  rank  to  *'  go  forth  in  hast^i 
and  secretly,  because  Lucius,  who  was  ready  for  any  violence,  had 
stationed  his  men  in  the  neighbouring  })ublic  baths  of  Zeuxippns 
in  order  to  carry  him  off  by  force,  and  it  would  be  weU  to  prevent 
a  collision  between  the  soldiers  and  the  people."     Chrysostom  saw 
the  propriety  of  this  advice  :  shedding  tears,  he  kissed  some  of  the 
bishops — "  grief  would  nut  ]et  him  kiss  them  all  " — and  then,  by 
way  of  fai-ewell  to  "  the  others  who  were  within,  in  the  sanctuary," 
he  said,  "  Stay  here,  wldle  I  go  to  take  a  little  rest."     He  passed 
into  the  baptistery,  and  there  addressed  his  devoted  friends,  the 
deaconess  Glympias  (who  made  her  home  in  the  precincts  of  St, 
Sophia)  and   thitje  other  women,   with   two   other   deaconesses, 
Pentadia   and  Procla,  and  a  widow,  Silvina.     "  Come  here,   my 
daughters,  and  listen  to  me  ;  I  see  that  my  day  is  over,  my  course 
is  run ;  you  will,  jierhaps,  see  my  face  again  no  more.     This  is 
what  I  beg  of  you  :  do  not,  any  of  you,  give  up  your  loyal  intei^st 
in  the  Church,  and  if  any  one  is  brought  in  as  bishop  who  has 
not  canvassed  for  the  appointment  but  has  received  it  unwillingly 
and  has  the  usseut  of  all,  liend  your  heads  to  him,  as  you  have 
done  to  John — for  the  Church  cannot  be  without  a  bishop.     And 
so  may  God  have  mercy  on  you :  remember  me  in  your  prayers." 
Few  speeches  of  farewell  from  a  pastor,  since  that  day  of  sad  parting 
on  the  shore  of  Miletus,  can  have  touched  hearts  so  deeply  as  these 
simple  words  from  **  the  Mouth  of  Gold."    The  poor  women  fell 
weeping  at  his  feet.     He  beckoned  to  one  of  the  most  venerable  of 
the  presbyters,  and  said,  "  Take  them  away,  lest  they  stir  up  the 
people."    There  was  a  crowd  before  the  great  western  gate  of  the 
cathedral,  where  his  horse  was  standing,  as  if  he  were  to  go  away 
from  that  side.     But  this  was  a  kindly  meant  deception ;  he  went 
out  by  a  door  on  the  east,  and  so  parted  for  ever  from  St.  Sophia. 
All  that  he  said  at  that  bitter  moment  was,  "  I   am  driven  out 
without  having  been  tried — by  sheer  force,  not  by  law — treated 
worse  than  murderei's  and   sorcerere."     He  was  put  on  board  u 
small  boat,  and  landed  once  more  in  Bithynia.     It  was  Monday, 
June  20,  404, — only  six  years  and  four  months  since  Theophilus 
had  consecrated  him  in  that  same  cathedral.    Cardinal  Newman, 
in  the   exquisite   chapters   on  St.  Chrysostom   which   adorn  his 
"Historical  Sketches,"  thus   interprets   his   feelings  at  tliis   sad 
moment :  "  Oh  how  down  was  his  heart,  and  what  sorrowful  thoughts* 
chased  one  another  across  it  I  " 
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Some  of  the  hostile  party  closed  the  church  gates  afler  his 
departure,  fearing  a  jxipular  tumult,  so  that  a  number  of  the  faith- 
ful were  sliut  in.  The  crowd  outside,  on  tiuding  that  their  bishop 
■was  gone,  became  wildly  agitated :  some  rushed  to  the  shore  aa  if 
t4>  detain  him ;  others  fled  in  fear  of  beiag  involved  in  what  the 
authorities  would  call  a  sedition.  Violent  efforts  were  made  to 
force  open  the  doors,  which  were  ultimately  broken  in  with  stones 
or  pulled  olT  their  liinges  ;  a  rush  took  place,  iuclurling  Jews  aucl 
pagans  as  well  as  Churchmen,  the  former  indulging  in  scornful 
hisses  and  hootings,  while  the  latter  were  bewailing  their  irrepar- 
able loss,  and  the  soldiers  were  giving  vent  to  their  brutal  fury  in 
l»eating  and  torturing  the  weaker  among  them.  It  was  then  that 
a  fire  broke  out  suddenly  in  the  churchy  beginning  at  the  throne, 
leaping  upward  and  catching  the  ixtof,  until  the  whole  structure 
was  in  a  blaze,  except  the  sacristy  chapel.  Fi\>m  noon  to  3  p.m. 
the  cathedral  glowed  and  flashed  like  ''a  burning  mountain,  the 
work  of  many  years  being  consumed  in  three  hours ; "  and  the 
excited  crowd  in  the  Augustieam  saw  the  flames  stream  over  their 
heads  "  as  over  a  bridge,"  and  seize  the  senate-liouse,  not  by  that 
port  of  it  which  was  nearest  the  church,  but  on  the  Bide  next  the 
palace — a  circumstance  interpreted  by  some  as  a  special  token  of 
divine  intervention,  No  life  was  lost,  either  of  man  or  beast,  in 
rhis  destruction  of  stately  buildings.  The  question  of  accident  or 
iucendiaiisnt  was  answered  Ijy  mutual  imputations,  the  friends 
of  Chrysostom  and  his  foe.s  accusing  each  other  of  having  bume<l 
what  had  been  his  chun-h ;  and  even  Socrates  asserts,  as  a  fact, 
that  the  former  were  guilty.  Two  bishops  who  had  accompanied 
Chrysufltom  to  Nicaja  were  arrestal  and  brought  back  and  im- 
prisoned on  this  absxu^  charge.  Even  Cluysostom  himself  was 
harshly  treated,  lui  under  suspicion ;  and  wrote  accordingly, 
•*  Although  you  have  not  given  me  an  opportunity  to  defend 
myself  on  the  other  charges,  at  any  rate  let  me  be  heard  as  to  that 
of  setting  lu-e  to  my  churcli."  Some  of  his  jidhereuts  wcjre  al'ber- 
wards  brought  before  the  tribunals  on  this  account,  and  put  to 
the  torture:  Eutropius,  a  chanter, died  u|>on  the  rack,  after  agonies 
which  recjill  the  tales  of  martyrdom.  Socrates  i-efrains  from  de- 
scribing the  severities  inflicted  on  (.'hrysostom's  friends  by  Optatus, 
the  prefect  of  the  city,  "'  who  was  a  pagan  and,  as  such,  a  hater  of 
Christians.*' 

Amid  these  scenes  of  horror  a  new  bishop  was  appointed  for 
Constantinople  in  the  pei-son  of  Arsacius,  a  man  of  eighty,  the 
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brother  of  Nectorius.     He  had  once  dechned  the  see  of  Tai-siw, 
vvhtii-eupon  Nectarius  pettishly  t4»xeil   him  with   hopinr^   to  out- 
live mid  Uj  auccueJ  hira  n\  Ctmstjintinopltj,  imd  Arsta-itia  pacified 
him  by  promising,  with  an  oath  on  the  Gospels,  never  to  acoept 
any  see  whatever.     This  man   ap]K;tinitI   In  Eudoxia  to    Iw    a   fit 
occupant  of  the  great  bishopric,  being  naturally  enfeeblevl  by  age 
(if  he  ever  had  any  force  of  character),  and  ceitainly  unlikely  to 
flisturb  the  repose  of  the  court  by  bold  speech  or  i-esolute  action ; 
but  the  liistoriaus,  viewing  him  with  some  indulgence,  desciibe 
him  as  "pious"  and  **  mild-temperetl  to  an  extreme."     He  was 
consecmted  in  tlie  Apostlea'  Church  on  the  26tli  or  27th  of  rlune. 
"  It  La/*  says  Tillemont  in  his  chamutcristic  way,  "a  Judgment  of 
God,  at  which  one  cannot  sufficiently  marvel,  that  Gr^iy  Nazi- 
anzeu  and  Chrysostom,  the  two  pi^eatest  men  that  the  Church  of 
Constantinople  ever  had,  should  have  been  succeedeil  by  two  such 
hrotliers  aaNectarius  and  Arsacius."    The  aiUiei-ents  of  Chrysostom 
could  not  consider  that  the  new  bishop  was  one  whirai  he  would 
liave  them  recognise.     They  utterly  disowned  liim,  ;is  "  leagued  " 
with  Chrysostom  s  enemies.     Arsaeiua,  gentle  though  he  was  by 
nature,  did  not  think  fit  to  put  up  with  such  treatment,  and  appealed 
to  the  civil  power.     The  soldiers,  who  thei^eupon  appeared  as  sup- 
porters of  Araacius,  and  were  charged  to  break  up  the  *  Jounuite  " 
gatherings  in  the  remoter  parts  of  the  city.  "  went  beyond  theii- 
insh'uctions  "  in  the  violence  which  they  ased.     £f  one  or  two  of  the 
pi-esbyters,  as  Theophilua  and  Sallust.  wcie  timorous  al>out  Iiolding 
■'illegal"  ser\''ices,  the  temper  of  the  faithful  laity  wouM  mit  be 
sulnhied:  many  absented  themselves  from  the  foruniH  and  iniths; 
uthers,  like  the  aged  and  excellent  Nicurete,  who  from  humility 
hutl  declined   the   office  of  deaconess,  witlidrew   from    the   city. 
( Uympias  repelled  the  charge  of  being  coucemwl  in  the  late  fire, 
by  obsei'ving  that  she  had  spent  her  .substance  uu  restoring  the 
temples  of  God,  and  stood  out,  when  other  ladies  gave  way,  against 
the  pi'efect's  exhortations  to  communicate  with  Arsacius.    "  If  you 
were  to  employ  fort.'e  to  make  me  communicate,  against  hiw,  with 
those  with  whom  1  ought  not,  still  I  should  not  d«j  wlmt  is  for- 
bidden to  religious  people."     For  that  time  she  whs  dismisse<l,  but 
on  a  later  occasion  she  was  heavily  fined  and  expeUe<l  from  the 
city.     Tigrius,  a  priest,  once  a  slave,  who  was  famed  for  his  kind- 
ness to  the  poor,  was  scourged  and  tortiired.     We  gather  some 
notions  of  the  treatment  of  the  Joannites  of  Const»ntinoi>le  from 
a  letter  of  Chrysostom   to   another  of  the   faithful   deaconesses 
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jilready  mentioned,  Pentaclia;  he  Si>eaks  of  perjury,  torturing, 
Hcounjing,  even  capital  punifiluncnt ;  and  it  seems  ihnt  he  was 
well  informed  of  all  that  passed  in  Constantinople  while  he 
remained  in  Bithyniu. 

For  about  a  fortnight  Ohrysostoin  was  kept  at  Xicaia ;  he 
enjoyed  the  invigorating  aii'  of  the  place,  and  doul)tles.s  its  unique 
relif^'iotts  associations ;  his  guards  were  even  **  more  sedulous  than 
he  eould  have  desired  "  in  providing  for  his  coiafoit ;  and  he  wrote 
oiten  to  Olympias,  whose  chief  satisfaction  was  in  hearing  from  him 
and  receiving  his  exhortations  to  patience  under  present  aftiiction. 
On  the  eve  of  his  departure  he  informed  the  presbyter  Coiisiaiitiua 
of  his  destined  place  of  exile,  Cucusus,  a  remote  little  town  in 
Fxjwer  Armenia,  of  evil  omen  for  a  successor  of  that  bishop  I'aul 
who  had  died  there  under  suspicious  ciruiimatances  in  ."I^V,  but 
still  a  meeting-point  of  "several  roads"  and  the  seat  of  u  Ijl^hop. 
before  C^'hrysostom  started  eaatwartla,  he  toi>k  raensui'cs  fnr  the 
extermination  of  paganism  and  the  building  of  churches  in  Phoenicia 
— for  the  continuance,  that  is,  of  the  woik  which  a  few  years 
before  he  hatl  actively  promoted :  just  as,  before  his  expulsion,  he 
hnd  been  preparing  a  movement  agtdnst  the  singularly  persistent 
hei-esy  of  Marcion,  which  was  besetting  the  very  city  of  Salamis 
where  Epiphanius,  that  malleus  heercikorum,  had  so  long  sat  a3 
bishop.  It  Ls  characteristic  of  our  Saint  tn  busy  Iiimself  with 
these  plans  and  hopes  amid  his  own  sore  troubles,  and  to  exhort 
Constantins  **  not  to  let  calamities  make  him  supine."  "  Tf  we 
tlou't  do  om*  duty,  it  will  be  no  excuse  that  we  are  in  a  storm  of 
troubles." 

Having  written  to  Olyinpias  on  the  3rd  of  July,  he  left  Nica3a 
on  the  4th,  and  began  (probably  liv  mule-carriage)  a  journey 
which  was  rendered  irksome  by  oppressive  heat,  by  fever  and 
sleeplessness,  and  by  the  bitter  hostility  of  Leontius  of  Ancyra, 
whom  he  calls  **  that  Galatian  ;  "  but  he  had  compensations  in  the 
sympathetic  respect  which  he  met  with  on  his  entrance  into 
Cappadocia,  still  more  when  he  reached  the  episcopal  city  of  St. 
Basil  and  found  himself  at  once  in  circumstances  of  comparative 
comfort.  It  enhances  the  himian  interest  of  the  stor^-  to  hnd 
Chrysoatom  dwelling  with  humorous  pleasure  on  the  small  solaces 
of  his  Ceesarean  resting-place.  Ho  was  still  suffering  fmm  fever: 
but  then  he  had  "  pure  water  to  drink,  and  bread  to  eat  that  was 
not  mouldy  or  rotten ;"  he  could  wash,  "  not  in  bits  of  jars,  but  in  a 
real  bath,  such  as  it  was,  and  could  uctually  lie  on  a  bed;"  still 
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more,  there  were  tir3t-rat43  physicians  who  "did  him  as  much  good 
by  their  kindly  sympathy  as  by  their  professional  skill/*  and  one 
of  whom  even  oflered  to  accompany  him  on  bis  onward  journey. 
There  were  others  whom  he  playfidly  calls  his  "  bodyguard " — 
clerics,  laymen,  monks,  nuns,  and  persons  of  all  conditiona :  men 
of  high  civil  rank  treated  him  as  "  the  apple  of  their  eye,"  and  his 
military  conductors,  good-hearted  fellows  who  had  become  warmly 
attached  to  him,  thought  themselves  happy  in  every  opportunity 
of  rendering  him  any  menial  service.  His  cheery  buoyant  spirit, 
sustained  by  the  habit  of  "giving  thanks  for  all  things,"  rose 
bravely  to  the  occasion :  he  put  the  best  face  on  everything,  took 
full  advantage  of  the  "  days  of  refreshing"  thus  grauted;  and  his 
quiet  lodging  at  one  end  of  the  great  city,  with  its  homely 
comforts,  became  the  scene  of  a  general  and  cordial  homage 
which  did  as  much,  or  more,  towards  invigorating  him  as  the 
prescriptions  of  his  doctors  and  the  attention  of  his  guards.  Bat 
Pharetrius,  the  archbishop  (.'f  Casarea,  was  a  man  of  paltry  nature, 
who  contrasts  very  pitiably  with  his  warm-hearted  and  generous 
flock.  He  had  been  too  cautious  to  attend  the  Council  of  the 
Oak,  but  had  written — without  any  necessity — to  signify  his 
assent  to  its  decisions,  lie  had  again  shifted  round,  in  appearance, 
by  sending  a  cordial  message  to  Chrysostom  when  he  was 
approaching  Cfesarea.  But  Chrysostom  could  not  believe  in  his 
sincerity ;  and  now,  while  everybody  in  Cnesarea  was  calling  on  the 
illustrious  exile,  Pharetrius,  aa  he  tersely  puts  it,  "  was  nowhere." 
In  fact,  "  he  was  waituag  for  me  to  go  away — why,  I  don't  know. 
but  I  suspect  that  he  was  jealuus  of  the  attentions  lavished 
upon  me." 

As  soon  as  Chrysostom  had  recruited  himself,  he  prepaid  to 
go  on  to  Cucusus,  when  an  alarm  arose  that  the  Isauiian  high- 
landers  were  making  one  of  their  frequent  raids.  Ammianus  a 
few  years  em*lier  had  <lesciibed  these  irrepressible  barbaiians,  and 
the  "  savage  howl "  that  announced  then*  desperate  onset :  their 
descents  from  an  **  inaccessible  retreat  in  the  rocks "  of  Mount 
Taurus  had  long  been  a  source  of  terror  in  Southern  Cappadocia. 
A  military  force  went  forth  to  beat  them  back ;  but  in  the  genei-al 
panic,  under  which  even  old  men  were  detailed  for  sentry  work  on 
the  town  walls,  a  tierca  crowd  of  fanatical  monks — perhaps  obeying 
a  hint  from  their  bishop— suirounded  Chrysostom'a  lodging  at 
daybreak,  and  cried,  "  We  will  bum  the  house  if  /w;  does  not  go 
away."     The  shock,  it  seems,  brought  back   one  of  his  feverish 
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attacks ;  even  liis  guardB  were  scared  by  the  fury  of  "  those  wild 
betsts,"  afi  they  called  the  monks — "  worse  by  far  than  any 
Isaurians  !  "  It  was  vaiu  to  remonstmte,  impossible  to  resist ;  the 
goveruor  of  the  city  did  his  best,  but  found  hia  authority  powerleas 
in  the  faoe  of  this  exhibition  of  what  monks  could  be  and  could  do 
— of  the  hideous  abuse  of  which  Eastern  "  asceticism  "  was  capable. 
Chrysostom,  once  almost  fanatical  in  the  cause  of  monaaticism, 
had  now  a  new  expenence  in  that  line  :  the  brutal  demonstiation 
was  repeated  next  day ;  the  clergy,  ashamed  or  afraid  of  their 
primate,  hid  tliemsolvcs  and  Ignored  all  messages  from  Chrysostom  : 
and  at  midday  he  placed  himself  in  his  litter,  and  left  Ceesarea, 
amid  the  giief  of  its  inlmbitanta,  whose  inability  to  put  down  the 
monastic  ruffians  is  a  proof  of  the  tyranny  which  such  men  could 
exercise.  The  kindly  offer  of  a  country  house,  belonging  to  a 
prefects  widow  named  Seleucia,  was  baffled  by  Pbaretrius,  who 
put  such  pi-essure  on  her  that  she  caused  Chrysostom,  after  a  few 
hours'  rest,  to  be  awakened  by  a  false  report  that  "  the  Isaurians 
wore  coming."  "What  am  I  to  do?''  he  asked.  Euethius,  a 
priest,  appai-ently  of  C'onstantinople,  Chrysostom'a  companion  on 
the  journey,  helped  him  to  get  into  his  litter  on  a  pitch-dark 
uight,  but  forbade  the  use  of  torches  **  for  fear  the  glare  should 
attract  the  Isaurians."  The  mule  that  drew  the  litter  stumbled, 
and  threw  Chr}'308tom  out;  Euethius  put  his  arms  round  liim, 
and  so  enable^l  him  to  crawl  up  a  steep  pathway,  while  a  new 
fever  fit  had  seized  him. 

The  painful  south-eastward  journey  was  performeil  without 
further  mishap;  and  he  arrived  at  Oucusus,  which  he  describes 
with  e.xcusable  exaggeration  as  "  the  most  desolate  place  on  earth. 
at  the  very  end  of  the  world,  without  shops  or  market"  (this 
perliaps  i^  to  be  imderstood  relatively),  and  within  i-each  of 
brigands.  Yet  here  again  his  spiiits  rose.  As  Newman  puts  it, 
*  he  soon  lallied,  and  be^jan  to  colour  everything  with  his  own 
«weet,  cheerful,  thankful  temper:  he  was  pleased  with  all  that 
in  any  way  pleasant ;  he  made  the  best  of  what  was  bad ; " 
he  enjoyed  the  utter  quiets  the  leisure,  the  good  air.  Offers  of 
service  came  in  on  aU  sides :  a  man  of  rank^  Discorus,  gave  up 
his  own  house  to  Clirysoetom,  spent  money  ou  making  it  warmer, 
left  nothing  undone  for  his  comfort;  the  bishop,  Adelphius, 
actimlly  proiH)sed  to  resign  his  see  in  Chrysostom's  favour ;  loyal 
friends,  among  them  an  elderly  deaconess,  paid  him  visits;  he 
felt  better  than  when  he  was  at  home ;  the  Isaurians  had  retired 
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Iiorne  for  the  winter;  he  could  btisy  himself  in  tlie  confrenial 
occupation  of  writing  to  Olympiaa  and  other  oon-espondents.  Few 
things  bnng  him  nearer  to  us  than  his  craving  for  letters  from 
absent  friends  j  and  his  own  letters,  if  we  cjin  allow  for  rhetorical 
exul>erances,  must  needs  stand  high  for  tenderness,  vi\*idne8S, 
occaaional  gleams  of  fun,  and  transparent  simplicity.  They  shoM', 
as  Liihbou  candidly  remarks,  a  firmness  of  luiud  such  us  Cicerf> 
in  his  exile  was  far  from  displaying,  and  also  what  Newraiiu  tndy 
calls  the  natural,  genial,  hutnan  character  of  his  lemi>eriiment, 
"  the  discriminating  affectionateness  with  which  he  accepts  everj' 
one  for  what  is  personal  in  him  and  unlike  others."  Here  we 
may  for  the  present  leave  him,  in  order  to  obaervo  the  progress 
of  the  "  affair  of  John  "  at  Constantinople. 

It  seems  that  when  the  "Joannite"  bishops  knew  of  the 
intention  to  confine  Chrysostom  at  Cucusus,  they  sent  a  letter, 
signed  by  twenty-live  or  more,  to  inform  Innocent,  and  that  he 
answered  by  letters  of  communion  for  CJhrj'soatom  and  all  who 
adhered  to  him,  in  which/aays  Palladius.  he  exhorted  the  sutVering 
prelates  to  patience,  and  regretted  that  he  himself  was  "prevented 
by  certain  men  powerful  fur  evil  from  rendering  any  help."  This 
clearly  allvides  to  the  strained  relations  then  existing  between  the 
two  imperial  brothers  by  reason  of  Stilicht«'s  designs  on  the  East ; 
and  a  peremptory  letter  addressed  by  Honoriua  to  Areadius,  if 
we  may  accept  it  on  the  authority  of  a  Vatican  manascript,  may 
have  rather  injured  than  promoted  the  iuterest8  of  justice  and  of 
i  luysostom.  An  agent  of  the  opposite  party,  a  priest  named 
Tatemus,  described  as  an  "ugly  little  fellow."  appeared  at  Kome, 
uttered  fold  language  against  Chrysostom,  and  presented  a  letter 
in  which  Acacius  and  other  prelates  chargerl  him  with  the  burning 
of  St.  Sophia;  but  to  this  Innocent  vouchsafed  no  reply.  Mean- 
time the  Constantinopolitan  court  dropped  aU  proceedings  alnrnt 
the  fire,  but  in  no  way  relaxed  its  severities  towards  Joannite, 
conKscating  hotisos  in  which  it  could  be  shown  that  bishops  or 
clerics  who  had  been  proved  to  hold  "  conventicles  external  to  tlie 
Church  "  Iiad  found  entertainment  or  shelter.  A  law  to  this  effect 
was  promulgated  on  August  29,  404: ;  another  law  lined  all  masters 
who  did  not  hinder  their  slaves  from  attending  such  meetings,  and 
all  corpt»rations  or  guilds  of  which  any  member  had  been  detected 
in  such  nonconformity.  A  third  law  came  foith  on  the  18th 
of  November,  ordering  all  provincial  governors  to  put  down 
the   "unlawful   aasemblies"   of  persons    who,  "relying  ou  their 
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Hilhesiou  to  orthodoxy,  contemned  the  holy  churches,  and 
dis8ente<l  from  the  communion  of  Arsacius.  Theophilus,  and 
Porj»hyriua : "  .nocordiug  to  Palladius,  it  further  ihreateued  recalci- 
trant bishojis  with  deprivation  from  office  and  loss  of  propert)'. 

ITiis  last  name  i^prcspnts  one  of  the  worst  episcopal  appoint- 
ments that  discredit  the  Church  in  the  fifth  century.  Flavian  of 
Antioch  «lied  uarly  in  autumn,  having  totally  disowned  Arsacius; 
the  man  whom  he  had  admitted  to  orders  was  still  for  him  the 
hiflliop  of  Constantinople.  And  now  who  was  to  succeed  Flavian  ? 
There  was  a  disposition  to  elect  Constantius,  a  correspondent  of 
Chrysostom  who  was  of  long  standing  among  the  Antiochone 
clergy,  and  is  described  in  engaging  colours  as  adignilied  person 
with  keen  eyes  and  cheerful  face,  a  face  that  even  in  illness  never 
lost  its  bright  smile,  iind  in  character  above  praise,  qiuck  in  per- 
ception, equitable,  forbearing,  always  taking  a  "  considerate  "  view 
of  a  case,  tender-hearted  and  persuasive.  But  the  CV)urt  paity 
could  not  bi-ook  the  elevation  of  Constantius ;  a  brother  presbyter 
of  his,  Porphyiius,  discreditably  known  (if  we  ai'e  to  believe  Palla- 
dins)  to  the  magistrates,  clever  and  unprincipled,  with  u  peraonid 
grutlge  against  Chr}'8ostom,  contrived  to  secure  the  iigency  (»f 
thre«'.  liishops,  and  got  t-hcm  to  consecrate  him  within  closed  door^, 
while  a  quadrennial  festival  still  nominally  associated  with  the 
"cultus"  of  Hercules  had  drawn  out  the  Antiochenes  Ui  Daphne. 
On  their  iiituni.  l»efore  the  prayers  of  the  service  were  linished, 
the  people,  in  furious  mood,  rushed  to  the  house  of  Porphyrins, 
thi-eatening  to  bum  it  and  him ;  but  he  escaped,  ]>rocured  the 
supijort  of  a  military  force  under  a  count  named  A'alentinns,  and 
by  such  means  extorted  I'ecognition  from  the  mass  of  the  Church- 
folk  of  Antiocli,  though  the  leading  clergy  and  the  devout  ladies 
"  would  not  even  go  near  the  walls  "  of  the  Golden  Church  while 
Porphyrins  sat  on  the  throne  of  Meletius  and  Flavian.  Not  only 
weiie  the  six  simoniiK-al  bishops  of  the  Ephesino  pixiviuco  restortnl 
to  theii"  sees,  but  the  great  see  of  St  Timothy  was  pi-ofaned  by  the 
intrusion  of  a  nameless  scoundrel  whom  Palladius  brands  witli 
thirteen  \ituperative  epithets,  and  accuses  (truly  or  not)  of  par- 
ticipation in  Bacchic  revels  and  impudent  protiigacy  ;  '*  on  this 
accursed  head,"  he  cries,  "  they  did  not  shrink  firom  placing  the 
Gospel  open  ! "  Sarapion,  whom  Chrysostom  hod  unwisely  mado 
bishop  of  Heraclea  (one  sees  not  by  M'hat  canonical  right),  was 
"  accused  of  many  offences  without  evidence,"  hunted  out  of  his 
place  of  refuge  among  the  Gothic   monks,  cruelly  beaten,  and 
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sent  to  his  native  Egypt;  while  the  priest  Kugenius,  who  had 
lirought  to  Chn'sostom  citations  trom  the  Council  of  the  Oak, 
was  rewarded  b}'  pi*omotion  to  the  vacated  see. 

It  was  probably  about  tbt>  end  of  September  that  Clirysostiuji 
had  settled  down  in  his  new  nliode.  For  a  while,  his  recovered 
health  and  liia  freedom  from  immediate  anxieties  became  apparent 
in  liis  coiTusponilencc ;  but  as  the  wintt^r  (if  404—5  drew  on 
— it  came  with  unnsual  severity  in  that  harsh  climate — he 
Hulfered  from  headache,  sickness,  sleeplessness,  nnd  intense  cold. 
One  has  to  pictm-e  him  self-immured  in  his  room,  heaping  up  con- 
tinual fires,  half-choked  with  smoke,  often  lying  all  day  in  lied 
under  a  mass  of  \vTappings,  but  still  cheerful  in  acknowledging 
more  gifts  or  oHerlngs  for  his  personal  wants,  real  or  supposed, 
than  he  knew  what  to  do  with:  some  of  them  he  even  relumeil, 
with  the  assurance  that  he  would  freely  ask  for  such  help  when 
he  should  require  them.  Visitors  still  came — a  bishop  named 
Seleucns,  who  had  an  "rtlfstinato  cough,"  on  account  of  which 
Ohrysostom  gave  him  a  letter  of  introtluctiou  to  nne  of  his  own 
nujdical  friends  at  Cssarea ;  Aphniates,  a  l>earer  of  gifts  fmm  a  ricli 
well-wisher  at  Antioch,  with  an  urgent  entreaty  that  they  might 
not  be  refused,  in  spite  of  wliich  Chrysostom  i-eijuested  him  t^»  send 
the  money  to  the  missionaries  in  Phoenicia ;  and  Libnnius,  whose 
name  would  remind  him  ^if  his  old  pagan  rheteiric-master,  and 
who  brrmght  him  news  nf  tiie  affairs  of  Antioch,  Sevend  i>f  his 
Antiochene  friends  wrote  to  him  :  to  others  he  wrote,  earnestly 
asking  for  letters,  and  anxioua,  no  doubt,  as  to  the  difficulties 
caused  by  the  elevation  f>f  Poqihyrius  to  that  see.  His  interest 
in  mission-work  among  the  pagans  led  him  to  commend  to  one  of 
his  friends  a  priest  named  Elpidius,  who  had  been  converting 
north-S>Tian  mountaineers,  and  planting  churches  and  even 
monasteries  among  them.  He  learned  that  Unilas,  whom  he  had 
consecrated  as  bishop  for  the  Goths,  was  dead,  and  that  his  deacon 
had  come  to  Ckmstantinople  with  a  i-equeat  ffr  a  successor ;  and  he 
urged  Olympias  to  use  what  influence  she  had  to  get  the  matter 
postponed,  s<^  as  to  prevent  an  apjKiintment  by  the  usurj>er  of  his 
own  see.  With  money  received  from  her  he  was  aide  to  ransom 
some  captives  from  the  Isamians;  and  he  endeai^  himself  to 
many  Armenians  by  the  cliarm  of  hi.^  presence  and  the  "  gold  "  of 
his  wonls.  He  learned  with  satisfaction  that  Arsacius  was  dis- 
ownetl  by  the  Churches  of  Phcenicia  and  Palestine,  and  ftraiseil 
John  of  JcruBalem  for  having  ignored  "the  authors  of  di\nsion." 
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Another  bishop,  whose  charitable  activity  he  ncknowledged  in 
cordial  terms,  was  that  Tliendore  of  Mopsuestia  who  was  afterwards 
to<»  well  known  as  the  true  founder  of  a  heresy  which  nullified  the 
divine  side  of  the  Incarnation.  On  the  otlier  hnnd,  ho  was  informed 
that  he  must  reckon  the  Church  of  Tarsus  as  anionj^  those  which, 
under  i»re93ure,  had  recognised  the  intruder  iuto  lils  own  bishopric. 
Of  the  affairs  of  Constantinople  Ue  knew  apparently  everything  tliat 
could  intere-st  him.  Manithas,  bishop  of  MartjTopolis,  who  had 
already  d()ne  some  gootl  work  in  Persia,  but  had  sat  in  the  Council 
of  the  Oak,  was  now  on  a  visit  to  the  capital :  Cbrysoatom,  by  open- 
ing a  correspondence  with  him^  nttempted,  we  know  not  with  what 
results,  to  *'  draw  him  out  of  the  pit ''  of  factious  intrigue.  The 
ileath  of  the  city-prefect'a  brother  drew  from  him  a  letter  of  con* 
doleuce  ;  twi>  priests  were  congratulated  on  the  honour  of  being 
exi»elletl  ffoni  teacherships  in  schoi>Ia  f(»r  their  faithful  lM»ldness  of 
spirit ;  two  others  who  had  Ijeen  negligent  of  their  dutias,  one  of 
whom  had  ]>reached  but  tivo  times  up  to  October,  incurred  his  epis- 
C'Oi>al  rebuke,  and  with  them  one  who  ought  t<j  have  admonished 
them.  He  t*K>k  thought  for  the  poor  and  more  helpless  meml>ers 
of  his  flock ;  requested  a  rich  layman  named  Yalentinug  to  provide 
for  the  distressed  widows  and  virgins,  and  thanked  the  tribune 
Marcian  for  his  l*enevolent  liberality.  Olympias  told  liim  by 
letters  of  her  uwn  aufterings  in  his  cause,  and  he  ^*liv>ve  to  support 
lier  against  temptations  to  deaptmdency.  It  is  the  more  remark- 
able tliat  he  never  mentions  an  event  which  in  his  eyes  must  have 
looked  likt!  a  terrible  retribution,  the  death  of  Kudnxia  in  pre- 
mature childbirth,  October  6,  404.  It  might  liave  l»een  expect^ 
tliat  this  would  arrest  the  progress  of  persecution.  "  Rut,"  says 
Tillemont,  with  startling  terseness,  "when  a  fire  is  once  kindled, 
you  do  not  put  it  out  by  punishing  the  incendiary." 

In  fact,  as  we  have  already  seen,  the  law  decreeing  deprivation 
nnd  forfeiture  of  projKjrty  as  the  penalty  of  not  conuuimicating 
with  Theophilua,  Arsacius,  and  Porphyrins,  was  published  on  the 
18th  of  N'ovember,  i.e.  several  weeks  after  the  death  of  the 
Empress.  One  i*esidt  of  this  law  was  the  airival  of  several  bishops 
at  Itome.  who.  had  been  ejected  from  their  sees.  The  first  was 
Cyriacus,  bishop  of  Synnada,  who  brought  no  letters,  but  whose  ready 
eloquence  made  up  for  the  want  of  them ;  !ie  probably  came  to 
Home  at  the  beginning  of  405.  To  him  Cbrysostom  had  addressed, 
after  his  arrival  at  Cucusus  in  the  autumn  of  the  preceding  year, 
one  of  his  best-known   letters ;  and  to  its  lofty  and  animating 
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exLortations  luigbt  be  traced  tiie  energy  \vhicli  Cyiiacus  exhibited 
in  his  journey  to  tlie  West.  Cjiiacua  was  followed  by  Eulysius  of 
Apamea,  who  was  acci^dited  by  lettei-s  from  fifteen  bishops  *"  of 
John's  synod  "  and  from  the  venerable  Anysius  of  Thessalonica. 
These  documents  depicted  the  wretched  state  of  the  Chui*ch  of  Con- 
stantinople ;  and  Auysius,  who  hod  long  acted  iia  the  vicar  of  the  see 
of  Home  in  Eastern  lllyricom,  declared  himself  ready  to  abide  by 
its  judgment.  A  moulli  later,  Palladius  of  Helenopolis  arrived ; 
he  said  that  he  had  bud  "  to  lly  from  the  fury  of  the  magistrates/' 
and  showed  a  copy  of  the  new  Eastern  penal  law.  Then  appeared 
the  presbyter  Clermanus,  and  the  famous  John  Cassian,  whom 
Chiysostom  had  ordained  deacon  ;  they  showed  the  inventory  of 
gold  and  silver  vessels  and  vestmentn,  which  (in  spite  of  the  accu- 
sation against  Chrysostom)  were  in  the  possession  of  ilie  Church 
of  Con.stantinople  until  they  were  surrenJcnid,  under  compulsion. 
to  certain  high  ofQcers  of  state.  Demetrius  of  Pessinus  came  next, 
who  had  done  his  best  to  "  proclaim  "  in  various  Eastern  coiuitries 
•'that  the  Roman  Chiirch  was  in  communion  with"  Chrysostom; 
he  had  letters  to  show  in  which  the  Carian  bishops  '*  embraced  "  the 
latter's  coramunian,  and  others  in  which  the  faithful  priests  of 
Antioch  "  in\ited,"  as  Talladiua  expresses  it,  "  the  establishment 
ionoug  themselves  of  the  good  order  of  the  liomans,"  and  "deplored 
the  consecration  of  Porphyrins  as  illegal  and  unrighteous."  Iviiat 
of  all  this  series  of  aggrieved  "  JoanniLes  "  came  J)omitranu3  tla- 
church  steward  of  Constantinople,  and  another  who  must  have 
excited  more  curiosity  and  interest  than  any  other  visitant,  Vallagas, 
a  priest  of  the  famous  bonier  city  of  Nisibis,  who  "  told  of  the 
afflictions  of  the  monasteries  in  Mesopotamia."  Evidence  of  the 
harsh  treatment  of  lodicH  at  Constantinople  by  the  new  prefect 
was  not  wanting ;  and,  as  in  the  old  Arian  times  at  the  Council 
of  Saixiica,  there  were  persons  present,  "  ascetics  and  virgins,"  who 
actually  showed  the  marks  on  their  sides  and  backs  which  bad 
been  left  by  rack  and  scom-ge. 

"  After  all  this."  says  Palladius,  '*  Pope  Innocent  could  endtuv 
it  no  longer,"  and  sent  to  Chrysostom  a  letter  which  Sozonien 
has  preserved.  He  exhorts  him  to  patience,  so  that  the  outrages 
he  had  endured  might  not  be  more  potent  to  crush  him  than  his  good 
conscience  to  sustain  hope.  It  was  often  the  best  of  men  whose 
powers  of  endurance  weixs  put  to  hardest  trial.  "  Conscience  is 
tnily  a  solid  suj>port  under  injustice  ;  and  he  who  cannot  conquer 
injustice  by  patience  exposes  his  character  to  suspicion.     For  one 
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■who  relies  on  God,  and  then  on  liia  conscience,  ought  to  endure  all 
things,  inasmuch  as  a  good  man  c-an  indeed  be  exercised  in  order 
to  endurance,  but  conrjuered  never — for  his  mind  is  guarded  by 
Holy  Scripture.  Those  lessons  which  we  read  to  the  people  abound 
in  examples,  and  assure  us  that  almost  all  the  saints  have  been 
variously  and  continuously  afflicted  and  subjected  to  a  testing 
scrutiny,  as  the  condition  uf  their  attaining  the  crown  of  patience., 
Take  comfort,  then,  reverend  brother,  in  your  own  conscience 
"which  comforts  the  virtuous  under  affliction.  For  under  the  over- 
sight of  Christ  our  Lord  the  purified  conscience  will  reach  the. 
harbour  of  peace."  Innocent  also  wrote  a  letter  of  sympathy  to 
the  faithful  clergy  of  Coni^tantinople  "  subject  to  bishop  John.'* 
There  was  no  remedy,  he  said,  but  patient  trust  in  God,  who  could. 
and  would  in  His  own  time,  briu^j  all  these  troubles  to  an  end,  and 
good  out  of  theiu.  After  all,  it  was  no  new  thing  for  Hb  faithful 
servants  to  suffer.  In  the  present  case  their  bishop  had  been  con- 
demned on  an  ex  parte  inquiry  by  those  who  were  officially  bound 
to  maintain  Chiurch  order ;  sees  legitimately  occupied  had  been 
filled  up  as  if  vacant,  but  what  right  could  accrue  to  the  men  thus 
intruded  ?  Something  had  been  said  about  a  breach  of  canons  on 
the  part  of  John ;  but  the  canons  alluded  to  were  not  Catholic, 
and  no  canons  were  binding  on  Catholics  except  those  of  Nicaea. 
The  canons  now  quoted  ought  not  only  not  to  bo  obeyed,  but 
ought  to  1>e  condemned,  as  they  had  been  at  Sardica.  The 
practical  conclusion  was  that  nothing  less  than  a  legitimate 
Council  could  abate  the  present  storm,  which  had  been  stirred 
up  by  the  malignity  of  the  fiend  ;  and  this  remedy  must  be 
patiently  awaited  from  tlie  will  of  God  and  Christ.  *'  If,"  said 
Innocent  with  truly  Christian  emphasis,  "  we  are  but  firm  in  faith, 
there  is  nothing  we  ought  to  despair  of  obtaining  from  the  Lord." 
He  added  that  he  was  seriously  considering  the  best  means  of  pro- 
curing an  (Ecumenical  Council,  and  that  the  account  of  Coustauti- 
nopolitan  troubles  which  had  reached  him  bad  been  confirmed 
beforehand  by  four  bishops  who  had  visited  him  at  Rome  and 
had  replied  to  his  careful  questioning. 

Innocent  next  addressed  a  letter  to  Honorius,  at  the  newly 
chosen  western  capital  of  Ravenna,  beseeching  his  aid  for  the 
rprocuring  of  a  new  synod.  Honorius  desired  that  in  the  first  place 
a  Western  Council  should  meet,  and,  if  unanimous,  report  to  him ; 
but  it  was  found  impossible  to  hold  a  full  synod  even  of  the  West, 
on  account  of  bturbaric  incui-sions ;   the  bishops  of  Italy,  however, 
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met,  and  requested  their  Emperor  "  to  write  to  his  brother  to  order 
a  general  Council  to  be  held  at  Thesaalonica,"  as  a  convenient 
meeting-place  for  East  and  West  Hoiiorius,  thereupon,  desired 
Innocent  to  send  five  bishops,  with  two  priests  and  one  deacon 
of  the  Eoman  Church,  as  bearers  of  a  letter  to  Arcadiua.  The 
emperor  began  Ijy  reminding  his  brother  that  he  had  twice  before 
written  to  remonstrate  against  the  injustice  which  "  bishop  John  " 
had  suflered.  "  1  now  again  'vmte,  in  my  detip  anxiety  for  the 
Church's  peace  which  is  a  condition  of  our  Einpire*3,  that  you  may 
be  pleased  to  order  the  bishi>|)s  of  ttie  East  to  assemble  at 
Thessalonica.  For  the  bishops  of  our  We3t,  having  chosen  out  men 
who  cannot  be  bent  to  wickedness  and  falsehood,  have  sent  five 
Viishops,  and  two  presbyters  and  one  deacon  of  the  great  Church  of 
the  Romans :  be  pleased  to  receive  them  with  all  honour ;  so  that, 
if  they  shall  be  persuaded  that  John  was  justly  expelled,  they  may 
instruct  me  to  withdraw  from  his  communion ;  or  if  they  shall 
have  convicted  the  Eastern  bishops  of  wilful  misdoing,  they  may 
turn  you  away  from  ihtir  commimion.  The  opinion  entertained 
by  the  Westerns  respecting  bishop  John  will  appear  by  two  sub- 
joined letters,  selected  from  the  mass  of  those  which  have  been 
Stent  to  me,  and  equivalent  to  them  in  pur^wrt — I  mean  those  of 
the  bishops  of  Home  and  Aquileia.  But  this  I  specially  request 
of  your  Clemency  :  order  Theophilus  of  Alexandria  to  be  present, 
even  against  his  will,  for  he  is  said  to  have  been  the  prime  cause  of 
all  the  mischief ;  so  that  the  synod  of  bishops  may  meet  with  no 
hindrances,  and  may  settle  such  a  peace  as  our  times  require.** 

The  chief  of  the  five  Western  bishops  referred  to  in  the  letter 
was  .^Smilius  of  Beneventum ;  but  another  was  more  eminent 
personally,  if  the  Gaudentius  mentioned  by  Palladius  was  the 
celebrated  bishop  of  Brescia.  The  delegates,  who  were  accom- 
panied by  Palladius  and  the  three  other  refugee  bishops,  carried 
letters  not  only  from  Honorius,  from  Innocent,  and  from  Chro- 
matius  of  Aqiuleia,  but  from  Venerius  of  Milan  and  others.  They 
had  also  a  note  or  paper  of  instructions  from  *'  the  whole  Western 
synod " — by  which  Palladius  apparently  means  the  Council  of 
Italy,  as  representative  of  the  West — in  which  it  was  ordered  that 
'*  John  **  should  be  restored  to  his  church  and  to  communion  before 
he  was  tried,  that  he  might  have  no  groimd  for  demiuring  to  plead  ; 
that  is,  the  decisions  of  403  and  404  were  to  be  treated  as  null  or 
as  in  suspense,  with  a  view  to  a  full  investigation  de  iwoo.  But 
the  result  of  this   mission   was  such  as   neither  Innocent  nor 
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Honorlus  could  have  thought  possible.  The  ruling  powers  at  Con- 
stantinople were  more  than  ever  determined  t-o  rcj)el  all  Western 
interference — the  rather  that  the  de  facto  episcopate  had  recently 
passed  from  feeble  into  vigorous  bands.  The  worn-out  old  man 
who  had  usurped  Chrysostom's  throne  during  seventeen  months 
died  on  the  11th  of  November,  405,  and  was  succeeded,  after  much 
canvassing  and  an  interval  of  four  months,  by  Atticus,  who  had 
been  one  of  the  clerical  malcontents,  and  of  whom  Socrates  and 
Sozomen  draw  a  rtither  engaging  picture  as  industrious,  affable,  a 
good  administrator  though  only  a  mediocre  preacher,  munificent  to 
the  poor  of  all  persuasions,  sympathetic  towards  the  afflicted,  and 
lenient  towards  sectarians.  But  these  amiable  qualities  were  not 
exhibited  towards  "  Joannites,"  for  on  finding  himself  disowned 
by  bishops  and  lay  people  he  procured  a  new  edict  similai-  to  that 
which  had  been  put  forth  in  the  time  of  his  predecessor,  sentencing 
any  bishop  who  declined  to  communicate  mth  himself,  Theophilus, 
and  Porphyrins,  to  expulsion  from  church  and  home,  while  persona 
in  civil  dignity  were  to  forfeit  their  rank,  and  inferiors  to  be  ftned 
and  exiled.  Accordingly,  when  the  delegates  and  the  Joannite 
fugitives  were  approaching  Athena,  they  were  arrested  by  a  tribune 
and  put  into  the  charge  of  a  centurion,  who  carried  them  in  two 
ships  to  a  place  witliin  sight  of  Constantinople ;  thence  they  were 
taken  to  a  Thracian  fortress  named  Athyra,  where  the  Latins  were 
shut  up  in  one  small  room,  and  the  Easterns  in  others,  anil  not 
allowed  the  attendance  of  a  servant.  Their  captors  or  jailors 
demanded  their  papers.  "  How  can  we,'*  they  replied,  "  the 
legates  of  our  Emperor  and  of  bishops,  give  up  oui*  credentials  to 
any  one  but  your  Emperor  ?  "  But  coercion  was  used  to  obtain 
the  pai>ers,  and  one  of  the  Italian  bishops  had  his  thumb  broken  in 
the  i)roces8 ;  and  when  bribes  failed  to  corrupt  their  fidelity,  the 
Latins  were  put  on  board  a  "  rotten  vessel,"  and  after  obtaining  a 
better  one  at  Lampsacus  found  themselves  once  more  ou  Italian 
ground  in  Calabria,  with  what  Palladius  calls  a  "Babylonish*' 
story  to  telL 

This  humiliating  failure,  which  led  Pope  Innocent  to  bi-eak  oif 
all  communion  with  Theophilus  and  Atticus,  took  place  in  the 
summer  of  406 ;  for  the  preparations,  including  the  assembling  of  an 
Italian  synod,  had  necessarily  taken  up  time;.  The  year  405  had 
brought  no  new  distress  to  Chrysostom,  though  much  to  his  faithful 
supporters.  He  had,  indeed,  suffered  from  the  cold  and  also  from 
some  illness,  and,  after  shaking  it  off  during  the  spring,  had  need 
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to  Uike  pailiciilai*  care  of  bis  diet,  aud  the  summer  heat  tried  him 
greatly :  but  he  had  been  deeply  interested  in  work  quite  apart  from 
bis  own  cause  or  that  of  his  friends.  Une  might  almost  forget  that 
he  was  a  persecuted,  deposed,  and  exiled  prehite,  while  absen'iug  the 
enthusiasm  with  which,  like  Wilfrid  in  his  exile,  he  threw  tiimaell" 
into  the  interests  of  the  mission  work  in  Phcenicia.  It  is  inspiriting 
to  find  Iiim  exhorting  a  piiest  named  Nicolaus  to  urge  good  and 
tnie  men  to  devote  themselves  to  this  field  of  labour,  and 
encouraging  the  monks  and  priests  who  were  striving  against 
paganism  in  that  district  to  persevere  fearlessly  in  theii"  holy 
enterprise,  for  which  he  had  provided  them  with  clothes,  shoes, 
and  all  necessaries,  from  funds  placed  at  bis  disposal.  So,  too.  u 
year  afterwards,  he  treated  a  tierce  pagan  outbreak  in  which  many 
monks  had  been  slain  or  wounded  as  a  call  for  fresh  exertion,  and 
conjured  Kufinus,  a  priest  whom  he  thought  highly  qualified,  bo 
liasten  \nthout  hesitation  or  delay  into  Pho^cia,  to  write  to  him 
at  eveiy  stage  of  bis  journey,  and  to  employ  all  the  resources  of 
firmness  and  gentleness  in  the  critical  task  of  dealing  vith  the 
exasperated  heathens.  "  When  I  hear  that  you  have  actually 
crossed  the  border  of  Phoinicia,"  so  wrote  the  exile  of  Cncusus, 
**  then  I  shall  be  at  ease.  I  will  help  you  to  the  utmost  of  my 
power,  even  if  I  have  to  write  a  thousand  times  to  Constantinople." 
It  was  impossible  for  Chrysostom  under  any,  the  worst,  personal 
trials  to  foiget  the  general  interest  of  the  Divine  kingdom :  in 
Montfaucon'fl  words,  "  Never  did  sorrow,  illness,  or  other  anxieties 
ttun  aside  our  John  from  iht  anxiety  as  to  propagating  the  Faith." 
He  had,  at  the  end  of  405  and  the  beginning  of  40G,  a  more  serious 
exjierience  than  ever  of  the  "perils  of  robberaj  "  the  depreciations 
of  the  wild  Isaurians,  which  in  the  early  jjart  of  405  had  brought 
rapine  and  liutchery  near  the  gates  of  Cncusus,  and  rendcreil 
travelling  utterly  unsafe,  wei-e  now  so  fiercely  renewed  that  the 
peaceful  inhabitants  were  fain  to  change  their  abodes  time  after 
dme,  to  adopt  a  **  nomad  "  life  as  the  best  means  of  escape  from 
slaughter  or  slavery,  and  sometimes  to  mourn  over  children  frozen 
to  death.  Accordingly  Chrysostom^  in  spite  of  his  often  recurring 
ailments,  and  amid  the  rigours  of  another  Armerdan  winter,  found 
himself  obliged  to  take  shelter  in  the  castle  or  fortress  which 
dominated  the  town  of  ArabLssus,  twenty  leagues  east  of  Cucusus. 
The  country  around  waa  deep  in  snow,  but  it  also  exhibited 
bloody  tokens  of  the  robbers'  presence ;  the  town  was  unsafe  ; 
and  even  within  the  castle  there  was  continual  expectation  of  an 
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attack.  '*  We  sit  here/'  wrote  Chiysostam,  "  as  in  a  snore.  One 
night,  most  unexpectedly,  a  band  of  three  hundred  Isaurians  fell 
upon  the  town,  and  all  but  got  hold  of  us.  But  while  T  was 
asleep  and  unconscious  of  my  danger,  the  hand  of  God  speedily 
turned  them  aside."  Amid  all  his  sufferings  irom  alarm  and 
cold  and  severe  illness — there  were  doctors  at  hand,  but  no 
sufficiency  of  medicines — he  foxmd  work  to  do  among  the  poor 
people  of  the  district :  the  bishop  was  only  too  glad  of  his  help,  and 
many  an  ignorant  soul  was  indebted  for  its  first  conceptions  of 
Christian  truth  to  those  "  golden  lips  "  which,  in  Arabissus  as  in 
St.  Sophia,  must  needs  sjieak  for  God  to  the  heart  of  man.  Here, 
as  at  Cucusus,  he  had  the  comfort  of  the  friendship  of  the  local 
bishop,  Otreius,  whom  he  mentions  affectionately  in  a  letter  of  the 
same  year.  It  was  not  until  the  summer  of  406  that  he  found  it 
safe  to  quit  his  stronghold  and  return  to  CHicusus. 

And  when  the  state  of  the  country,  in  the  early  part  of  that 
year,  permitted  him  to  receive  letters  or  visitors,  we  may  well 
imagine  the  eager  interest  with  which  he  would  grasp  at  any  hope 
of  relief  or  redress  through  the  friendly  Western  intervention. 
Already,  in  the  previous  year,  he  had  written  in  a  tone  of  hearty 
gratitude  and  approbation  to  the  four  bishops,  Cyriaciis,  Demetrius, 
Palladios,  and  Eiilysius,  who  had  gone  to  the  West  "  in  the  cause 
of  all  the  Churches,"  and  who  had  requested  him  to  send  btick  to 
them  a  deacon  named  Cyriacus,  the  bearer  of  Innocent's  letter  of 
sympathy  to  Chrysostom,  as  an  assistant.  Cyriacus  was  then  too 
much  exhausted  by  his  recent  journey  from  Italy  to  undertake 
another  mission ;  but  Chrysostom  told  bis  four  colleagues  that  a 
presbyter  named  John  and  a  deacon  named  Paul  were  meditating 
a  voyage  to  Rome — though  it  appears  that  they  were,  in  fact, 
prevented  from  going  until  a  year  later.  And  Chrysostom,  while 
he  now  wrote  to  several  friendly  bishops  in  the  West  to  thank  them 
for  their  sympathy,  and  particularly  to  the  Western  legates  (as  well 
as  to  AnysiuK  of  Thessalonica  and  his  neighbour  prelates,  and  to 
Alexander  of  Corinth,  gently  complaining  of  his  silence),  had  also 
not  omitted  to  renew  the  expression  of  his  gratitude  to  Cyriacus 
of  Synnada  and  the  others  "who  had  come  with  the  Western 
bishops,"' — exhibiting  in  these  despatchesi  which  the  faithful 
presbyter  Euethius  had  conveyed,  a  hope  of  better  days,  of  deliver- 
ance, of  justice,  to  be  secured  by  so  great  a  demonstration.  What, 
then,  must  have  been  his  grief  when  he  gradually  heard,  not  only 
of  the  insulting  repulse   of  the  Western  delegates,  but  of  the 
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barbarities  practised  towards  their  Eastern  brethren!  He  first 
heard  a  rumour,  says  Palladius,  that  Cyriacus  and  his  three 
colleagues  had  been  thrown  into  the  sea.  But  it  was  afterwards 
known  that  (Jyiiacus  had  been  carried  off  to  Palmyra,  Eulysius 
to  an  "Arabian"  fortress  called  Miaphas,  lying  near  the  Saracens, 
Palladius  to  Syene  on  the  Ethiopian  frontier,  Demetrius  to  one 
of  the  Oases ;  and  that  the  guards  who  had  the  chai'ge  of  conduct- 
ing them  to  these  places  of  confinement  had  treated  them  with  the 
most  otlious  brutality,  urging  them  on  beyond  their  strength,  and 
making  them  pass  the  nights  amid  vile  company  in  inns,  or 
among  Jews  and  Samaritans  in  synagogues.  The  prelates  of  Theo- 
philus's  party  had  shown  no  compassion  or  forbearance  towards 
any  of  the  hapless  Joanoitea  who  passed,  thus  miserably,  through 
their  towns :  some  of  them,  and  especially  the  bishop  of  Ancyra, 
even  bribed  the  g\iards  to  prevent  laymen  from  offoring  hospitality 
to  the  prisonera.  Eut  beside  these  four  special  \'ictims  of 
anti-Joannite  cruelty — one  of  whom  (Palladius)  says,  "As  long 
as  I  have  the  truth,  I  have  all  things" — there  are  others  whose 
oonfessorship  is  recorded  in  the  same  context.  Of  Sarapion's 
banishment  we  have  already  spoken  :  it  was  said  that  he  had  all  his 
teeth  pulled  out.  Heraclides  was  in  prison  at  Nicomedia.  AnConius 
was  among  the  rocks  of  Judaea ;  Elpidiua  of  Laodicea  in  Syria 
spent  three  years  concealed  in  an  upper  room;  another  bishop 
lived  by  fishing  at  Troaa ;  others  had  fled,  and  many  clerics  were 
similarly  homeless.  We  can  hardly  wonder  that  the  endurance 
of  some  Joannite  bishops  gave  way,  and  that  in  despair  they 
acknowledged  Atticus.  Nor  should  it  be  foi^gotten  that  beside 
fugitive  ecolesiastics,  monks  and  laymen  were  put  imder  ban :  we 
read,  for  instance,  of  a  soldier  employed  in  one  of  the  "  schools  *' 
or  bands  on  guard  at  the  palace,  who,  accused  as  a  Joannite,  was 
cruelly  beaten,  tortured,  and  banished  to  Petra.  Things  seemeil 
to  be  at  their  worst. 

It  was,  therefore,  in  a  tone  which,  for  him,  was  almost  mournful 
that  Chrysostom,  after  midsummer  in  406,  wrote  a  second  letter 
to  Innocent.  "I  know,"  he  said  in  effect,  "how  earnestly  you 
liave  laboured  in  my  cause  :  if  you  have  failed,  it  is  in  consequence 
of  the  insatiable  hostility  of  those  who  are  determined  to  persecute 
me  to  the  end ;  still,  do  not  lose  heart  nor  throw  up  the  contention, 
but  rather  increase  your  efforts  in  proportion  to  the  increased  fuiy 
of  tlie  storm.  I  expect  that  there  will  be  something  like  a  setting 
right  of  all  the  wrong.     But  if  not,  still  the  crown  awaits  you  at 
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God's  hands ;  and  I,  now  in  my  third  year  of  exile,  exposed  to 
famine,  pestilence,  wars,  besiogings,  indescribable  lonesomeness, 
daily  death,  and  Isamian  swords,  amid  all  this  derive  no  slight 
consolation  from  yonr  firm  and  Insting  good-will,  your*  boldness, 
your  endearing  and  most  genuine  love.  This "  he  continued  in 
the  wannth  of  his  heart,  "  is  to  ine  a  wall,  a  quiet  harbour,  a 
treasure  of  innumerable  blessings,  a  groundwork  of  abundant 
gladness."  He  wrote  in  a  similar  strain  to  other  Western  bishops  ; 
and  in  one  letter,  addressed  to  a  number  of  them,  he  assured  them 
of  the  fervent  thankfulness  and  affection  which  their  active  interest 
in  the  goo<l  cause  had  earned  throughout  the  East.  *'  If  the 
original  authors  of  this  trouble  uiU  not  even  now  abandon  their 
partisan  hostility,  let  not  this  distm-b  you,  or  make  you  relax  your 
efforts ;  for  the  greater  the  labour  that  you  undertake,  the  greater 
will  be  your  crown." 

His  own  labour  was  coming  to  an  end ;  his  own  crown,  we 
may  surely  say,  was  not  far  off.  He  enjoyed  an  intermission  of 
his  bodily  ailments,  and  had  become  acclimatised  to  the  Armenian 
winter.  He  knew,  by  this  time,  how  most  effectually  to  protect 
himself  against  its  severities  ;  and  by  constantly  keeping  up  a 
tire  and  stajdng  indoors,  he  managed  to  take  no  harm.  He  had 
obtained  from  a  pious  lady  a  remedy  for  his  stomach  complaints 
which,  he  says,  was  always  successful,  and  was  in  such  good  health 
and  spirits  as  to  excite  the  astonishment  of  his  Armenian  friends, 
who,  accustomed  as  they  were  to  their  own  winters,  still  felt  the 
cold  severely.  He  employed  himself,  also,  once  more,  in  the  com- 
position of  religious  ti"eatises ;  the  discourse  on  the  thesis  ''That 
no  one  can  harm  the  man  who  does  not  injure  himself,"  and  tlie 
subsequent  book,  addressed  to  those  who  are  "  scandalised  '*  under 
calamities,  ai-e  ascribed  to  this  year  406,  or  the  following  year. 
Of  tlie  first  of  these  works  he  writes  to  Olympias :  "  If  you  are 
well  enough,  read  it  aloud."  In  the  second  lie  refers  to  the  exist- 
ing troubles  na  havdng  been  caused  by  various  agents — clerics, 
military  men,  bishops — but  as  having  intensified  the  moral  weight 
of  "  tlie  Churcli's  witness  to  mankind."  "  When  she  was  not 
harassed,  she  did  not  teach  so  persuasively  as  i\ow  she  teaches 
the  world  to  endure  suffering,  to  show  self-command,  to  bear 
trials,  to  despise  riches  and  high  offices,  life  and  country,  friends 
and  kindred.  And  this  lesson  is  taught  not  by  one  man  only,  nor 
by  two  or  three,  but  by  the  entire  people ;  and  not  by  words 
only,  but  by  actions.    Those,"  he  continues,  '*  who  thus  teach,  now 
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appear  in  the  market-place,  live  in  their  houses,  coine  to  Church 
service,  witli  bright  faces,  and  free  glance,  and  boldness  indescrib- 
able ;  while  the  perpetrators  of  evil  are  detected  in  tlieir  plots, 
and  bear  about  with  tliem  on  evil  conscience,  and  live  in  trembling 
and  fear," 

Tliis  remarkable  buoyancy  of  spirit  expressed  itself  also  in  a 
striking  passage  of  the  letter  reckoned  as  tlie  fourth  to  OljTnpiaa, 
written  from  Cucusus  in  407.  He  tells  his  faithful  friend,  in 
language  which  reads  strangely  in  tlie  light  of  the  event,  that 
she  may  expect  ere  long  to  see  him  again.  '*  I  do  not  say  thia 
merely  to  comfort  yon,  but  I  know  that  it  will  certainly  be  so. 
Unless  tliis  were  to  take  place,  I  should,  1  think,  Iiave  long  ago 
departed  this  life,  under  the  pressure  of  so  many  trials,"  He 
hoped,  one  infers  (and  even  under  the  discouragements  of  406  he 
may  have  clierished  some  such  fond  anticipation),  that  he  would 
be  recalled  to  Constantinople,  that  the  days  of  his  exile  would 
be  ended,  and  all  the  wrongs  and  sorrows  of  past  years  be,  even 
in  this  world,  abundantly  rectified  and  relieved.  "But,"  says 
MoEtfaucou  with  quiet  solemnity,  "  it  fell  out  in  another  way 
than  he  supposed." 

He  was,  indeed,  not  wrong  in  depicting  the  uneasiness,  the 
vague  liaimting  alann  and  heavy  anxiety,  which  hia  triumphant 
persecutors  experienced  when  they  found  that  "  the  I'espectful 
attention  of  the  Christian  world  was  still  fixed  ou  that  desert 
spot  among  the  mountains  of  Taurus,"  that  his  Anuenian  abode 
was  eagerly  visited  by  Antiochene  Cliurchmen  and  by  others  who 
reverenced  liis  character  and  deplored  liis  sufferings.  To  hear  of 
such  pilgrimages,  as  they  might  be  called,  was  to  his  old  enemies 
'•  as  tormenting  as  a  scourge,"  and  their  very  clergy,  if  one  can 
trust  Palladius's  rhetoric,  marvelled  at  the  power  exercised  over 
men  who  sat  in  the  high  places  of  the  earth  by  one  solitary'  exiled 
biahop— "  as  if  a  dead  man  had  struck  living  men  with  terror." 
But  the  effect  on  the  leaders  of  the  anti-Joannite  faction  was  not 
overawing,  but  infuriating.  "They  had  sentenced  him  to  die," 
says  Newman ;  "  they  had  no  wish  to  do  the  deed  themselves," 
and  hoped  that  "  circumstancas  might  do  it  for  them."  So,  in 
June,  407,  they  procured  an  order  from  Arcadius  for  hia  removal  in 
the  first  instance  again  to  Arabissus,  and  then  to  Pityus,  a  desolate 
spot  on  the  north-eastern  shore  of  the  Euxine.  Those  who  made 
this  use  of  the  imperial  pupjwt  intende<i  to  kill  their  victim  "  by 
inches"  through  the  exhaustion  of  a  long  and  painful  journey. 
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lu  obedience  to  this  mandate,  the  two  ^oiarda  wlio  were  in  charge 
forced  him  to  travel  ao  rapidly  that  his  strength  gave  tokens  of 
utterly  breaking  down.  One  of  them,  ere  long,  exhibited  some 
humanity ;  the  other  was  brutal  enough  to  resent  even  the  en- 
treaties made  by  passers-by  that  he  woidd  not  be  so  hard  on 
the  "  holy  man."  Through  drenching  rain  and  scorching  heat 
this  niffian  bmried  the  prisoner  onward,  until  they  reached  Comana 
in  Pontus,  near  the  modern  Tokat,  where  Hemy  Martyn  died  in 
1812  ;  then  passing  through  the  town,  they  halted  about  five  miles 
beyond  it,  at  a  wayside  chapel  deiiicated  to  St.  Basiliscus,  a  martyr 
of  Maximin's  persecution.  The  night  was  passed  in  the  priest's 
house ;  next  morning  Cliryaostom,  feeling  very  ill,  begged  to  vest 
where  he  was  until  11  a.m.,  but  the  guards  dragged  him  ou 
some  three  miles  further,  imtil  it  became  evident,  even  to  them, 
that  his  strength  was  at  last  exhausted.  They  returned  to  the 
little  church.  Chrysostora,  who  had  tasted  no  food,  changed  his 
clothes,  even  to  his  shoes,  gave  them  to  some  bystanders,  and  put 
on  white  garment.s  us  tor  a  day  of  festival ;  he  then  asked  for  the 
Holy  Eucharist,  made  his  last  communion,  offered  his  last  prayer, 
concluding  it  with  the  wonls  so  familiar  to  him,  and  ao  expressive 
of  hw  habitual  temi)er,  "  Glory  be  to  God  for  all  things,*'  and 
sealed  this  last  doxology  with  an  Amen.  Thau  he  stretched  out 
his  feet  and  tran^iuilly  expired,  on  Saturday,  September  14,  407. 
He  had  lived  about  sixty  years,  and  had  been  bishop  for  nine 
yeai-s  and  nearly  seven  months,  when,  iia  Palladius  words  it,  he 
thus  "  got  clear  of  the  waves." 

*'  I  have  loved  riglitcousuess  and  Iiatcd  iui<j^uity,  and  therefore 
I  die  in  exile," — the  well-known  last  words  of  Gi-egory  VII.  would 
have  been  more  appropriate  in  Clirysoafcom's  caac,  although  he 
himself  would  scarcely  have  so  used  them.  The  special  interest 
and  impressiveness  of  the  contest  in  which  !»e  became  involved, 
and  which  actually  brought  him  to  hia  death,  are  of  a  kind  which 
should  be  appreciated  by  those  who  pi-ofess  to  feel  but  little 
concern  in  dogmatic  controversies,  to  care  only  for  struggles  which 
represent  a  moral  principle.  It  was  not  for  his  orthodoxy  of 
belief — in  fact,  as  we  have  seen,  his  adversaries  more  than  once 
eadeavoure<l  to  associate  his  name  with  heterodox  leanings — but 
it  was  for  his  absolute  devotion  to  high  Christian  morality,  his 
intense  uncompromising  hostility  to  practical  abuses  and  corrup- 
tions, especially  to  self-seeking  and  secidarity  among  prelates  and 
priests,  that  this  tnie  priest  and  faithful  prelate  was  thit**  steadily 
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and  remorselessly  hnnted  down.  The  story  of  bis  episcopate, 
while  it  exhibits  with  pectdiar  and  terrible  clearness  the  force 
which  can  be  used  in  an  unjust  cause,  by  worldly-minded  ecclesias- 
tics, against  a  spiritual  loftiness  which  has  crossed  their  paths, 
rebuked  their  vices,  or  wounded  their  pride,  is  also  one  of  the 
most  noble  and  inspiriting  of  all  testimonies  to  the  moral  power 
of  a  thoroughly  unworldly  life  and  the  imperishable  fruitfulness 
of  a  really  saintly  example.  In  the  vast  throng  of  devout  moiimers, 
gathered  from  districts  neighbouring  and  remote,  who  attended 
that  emaciated  corpse  to  its  grave  beside  the  raaxtjt  Basiliscus, — 
probably  with  the  wonted  funeral  chant  of  "  Turn  again  unto  thy 
rest,  0  my  soul,  for  the  Lord  hath  rewarded  thee," — there  would 
be  many  to  remind  each  other  that  to  one  thus  "  persecuted  for 
righteousness'  salce "  belonged  the  promise  of  "  the  kingdom  of 
heaven."  But  amid  the  inevitable  sorrow  for  such  a  bereavement, 
and  hardly  less  inevitable  depression  under  the  triumph  of  perse- 
cutors who  had  cast  out  his  name  as  evil,  inflicted  on  him  such 
cruel  suffering,  and  included  his  chief  friends  in  the  same  pro- 
scription, there  would  then  be  hardly  any,  even  among  the  most 
patient  or  hopeful,  who  could  anticipate  tiie  judgment  of  fourteen 
centuries  on  the  "  Joannite  "  controversy,  and  foresee  that  what 
had  seemed  the  losing  cause  would  be  the  cause  that  had  really 
won,  and  that  the  name  of  John  Chrysostom  would  rank  for  all 
time  among  the  greatest  of  the  Church's  saints. 
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the  opening  of  the  fifth  century,  we  find  the  Western  Churches 
enjoying  considerable  tranquillity,  excepting  those  African  dioceses 
which  were  liable  to  frequent  disturbance  on  the  part  of  the  Dona- 
list  fanatics.  Of  such  troubles  we  have  some  evidence  in  the 
extant  records  of  the  proceedings  of  no  less  than  six  Councils  held 
in  the  first  five  years  of  the  new  century.  The  series  opens  with 
a  Council  of  the  bishops  of  the  proconsular  province — "  Afirica  " 
in  the  narrower  sense — numbered  as  the  fifth  Council  of  Carthage, 
which  was  held  in  the  "  secretarium "  or  church-room  of  the 
Basilica  Restituta  on  the  16th  of  June  "  following  the  Consulate 
of  Stilicho,"  i.e.  in  the  year  401.  Aureliiis  of  Carthage,  in  his 
opening  address,  refun-e<l  to  some  prohibition  which  a  recent 
Council  of  Italy  seems  to  have  made  against  the  ordination  of 
converts  from  schism  or  heresy,  who  had  been  baptized,  when 
infants,  in  their  respective  sects.  It  would  be  desirable,  he  said, 
to  send  one  of  their  body  of  Catholic  bishops  to  represent  to  "  the 
holy  brother  Anastasius,  bishop  of  the  Apostolic  see,  and  also  to 
the  holy  brother  Venerius,  bishop  of  the  Church  of  Milan/'  the 
dif&culties  caused  in  Africa  by  conformity  to  the  rule  which  had 
proceeded  "  from  those  sees."  The  African  Church  was  sufifering 
from  a  scarcity  of  clergy ;  many  Churches  had  not  even  one  deacon, 
liowever  illiterate  ;  there  was  a  still  greater  lack  of  men  for  higher 
functions,  and,  as  the  bishop  of  Carthage  expressed  it,  there  were 
daily  lamentations  of  various  tlocks  that  had  almost  died  out  for 
want  of  pastoi*s.  A  former  Council,  he  said,  had  ruled  that  persous 
who  had  been  baptized  as  infants  in  Donatism  and  had  in  riper 
years  come  over  to  the  Church,  might,  if  their  character  was 
blameless,  be  numbered  among  the  Catholic  clergy.  That  this 
was  a  right  rale,  especially  in  a  time  of  great  necessity,  "  there  is 
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no  one/'  said  Aurelius,  "  who  will  not  grant."  The  prelates  of 
Rome  and  Milan  might  be  requested  to  give  their  opinion  on  a 
further  point,  whether  Donatist  pastors  who  wished  to  join  the 
Church  with  their  respective  congregations,  keeping  their  official 
rank,  might  be  allowed  to  do  so ;  but  as  to  the  case  uf  laica  who 
were  baptized  in  infancy  the  Council  might  be  content,  at  present, 
to  obtain  the  assent  of  Kome  and  Milan  to  the  propriety  of  admit- 
ting them  to  ordination  in  the  Church.  Thus  it  is  clear  that  the 
Council  of  Carthage,  while  unwilling  to  take  a  line  which  the  two 
great  Italian  sees  had  declared  to  be  too  lax,  was  yet  fully  con- 
vinced of  the  desirableness  of  that  line  in  their  pi^esent  circum- 
stances and  intended  to  pursue  it,  after  a  tumrteous  explanation  of 
the  reasons  which  appeared  to  them  decisive.  This  is  the  first 
cftnon  or  resolution  of  this  Council:  the  second  was  to  the  effect 
that  the  (T<ivemmenl  should  be  memorialised  in  order  to  the  sup- 
pression of  idolatr)^  the  remains  of  which  were  still  rife  in  many 
maritime  places  and  on  several  private  estates.  The  temples  also 
which  still  stood  in  country  places  or  remote  comers  of  the  land, 
and  so  were  of  uf>  ornament,  shfiuld  be  destroyed  by  imperial 
authority.  The  third  canon  declared  that  when  a  case  has  been 
ecclesiastically  decided,  and  the  unsuccessful  party  carries  it  before 
a  civil  court,  no  cleric  ought  to  be  compelled  to  attend  such  a 
court  as  a  witness.  The  fourth  illustrates  the  second  by  referring 
to  the  pagan  insolence  which  sometimes,  even  on  Saints'  days  and 
in  sacred  places,  constrained  Christians  to  attend  illegal  |iagaa 
banquets,  and  insulted  Christian  morality  by  licentious  dances 
through  streets  and  public  roads.  Tlie  tifth  resolved  that  the 
Kraperor  shtmld  be  asked  to  prohibit  theatrical  spectacles  on  the 
Sundays  and  great  holydays :  it  is  asserted  that  **  on  the  octave  of 
Easter  the  people  frequent  the  circus  rather  than  the  church,"  and 
it  is  further  intimated  that  pressure  was  brought  to  bear  on 
members  of  Cfjrponite  bodies  t"  enforce  then*  attendance  at  these 
]>erformance3,  "  which  were  contrary  to  the  commands  of  God.'* 
The  sLxth  was  to  the  effect  that  a  cleric  condemned  l^y  the  sen- 
tence of  bishops  ought  not  to  be  upheld  in  his  positii»n  by  his  own 
Church,  or  by  any  one  whatever.  Tlie  seventh  requested  of  the 
Government  that  an  actor  who  forsook  his  calling  for  the  sake  of 
Christianity  might  not  be  compelled  to  resume  it.  The  eighth 
commissioned  the  Council's  legate  to  ask  that  manumissions  of 
slavee  might  be  made  in  African  Churches,  if  the  bishops  of  It-aly 
were  found  to  have  this  privilege.    The  ninth  renewed  or  confirmed 
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a  sentence  previously  passed  on  a  bishop  named  Equitius :  if  the 
legate  found  him  in  Italy,  he  was  to  act  against  him  according  to 
his  discretion. 

Another  Council  was  held  three  months  later,  on  the  13th  of 

September,  401.  Lettei-s  were  read  from  Pope  Anasta.sius,  who 
seems  to  have  thnught  thufc  his  African  brethren  were  regarding 
Donatism  with  too  much  lenity.  While  the  Council  expressed  its 
appreciation  of  hia  brotherly  interest  in  African  alfairs,  it  i'esf»lvcd 
to  deal  gently  and  in  a  pacific  spirit  with  the  schismatics,  but  to 
procure  a  judicial  invcstigatiou  of  the  proceedings  of  the  Maximia- 
nist  party  among  them,  with  a  view  to  putting  sucb  proceedings 
on  formal  iBcord  Letters  were  to  be  sent  to  foreign  bishops,  but 
particularly  to  Anaatasiua,  aunuuncing  the  intention  of  the  African 
Church  to  retain  in  their  otHcial  rank,  if  it  seemed  goud  to  the 
local  binbop,  any  Donatist  clerics  conforming  to  the  Church,  any 
decree  of  the  foreign  Churches  notwithstanding.  A  deputation  wtis 
to  be  sent  to  the  Donatists  to  argue  with  them  in  behalf  of  t 'atholic 
unity,  and  to  make  special  use  of  the  now  familiar  Catholic  argu- 
ment from  the  quarrel  of  Primianists  and  Maximianists :  "so  as 
to  show  them  how  iinrighteously  the  former,  Iteing  themselves  in 
schism  from  the  Church,  denounced  the  latter  as  in  schism  fi*om 
themselves,"  Other  canons  enforced  continence  on  bishops,  priests, 
and  deacons,  but  nut  on  inferior  clergy ;  forbade  the  sale  of  any 
Church  property  without  consent  of  the  provincial  priraate  ;  forbade 
bishops  to  leave  their  "  principal  chairs  "  and  settle  at  some  other 
church  in  the  diocese^  or  to  neglect  their  episcopal  see  by  prolonged 
non-residence.  In  case  of  doubt  as  to  a  child's  baptism,  it  was 
ordered  (in  I'eply  to  a  ijuealion  put  by  Mauritanian  bishops)  that 
it  should  be  baptized  "  without  any  scruple."  The  day  on  which 
Easter  would  fall  was  to  be  announced  by  formal  letters  to  all  the 
bishops.  A  bishop  administering  a  vacant  diocese  was  not  to  retain 
it  beyond  a  year.  The  annua!  general  Council  of  the  Afiiam 
Church  was  to  be  held,  as  settled  in  the  Council  of  Hippo,  tm 
the  23rd  of  August :  the  episcopate  of  each  province  was  to  be 
divided  into  two  or  three  "  bauds,"  each  of  which  was  to  send 
deputies,  and  bishops  whose  duty  it  was  to  attend  the  Council  were 
not  to  be  absent  without  good  causa  "  Defenders  "  or  advocates 
were  to  be  provided  by  the  Emperor's  authority  for  the  afflicUid 
poor  against  the  powerful  rich.  Priests  or  deacons  deposed  were 
not  to  have  hands  laid  on  them  like  penitents  or  ordinary  lay 
Christians — which  apparently  means  that  neither  by  reconciliation 
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nor  by  re-ordination  could  they  ever  again  exercise  their  ministry. 
Clerics  convicted  of  crime,  but  wishing  to  plead  their  own  cause, 
"  must  do  so  within  the  year  of  their  excommunication."  A  bishop 
was  not  to  take  a  monk  of  an  "alien  "  monastery,  in  order  to  make 
him  a  cleric  or  a  superior  of  a  monastery  in  his  own  diocese ;  nor 
might  he  prefer  to  the  Church,  as  heirs,  persons  external  to  his 
family,  or  kinsmen  who  were  heretics  or  pagans,  under  pain  of 
anathema  after  death.  Altars  erected  in  the  country  and  on  the 
wayside  in  honour  of  martyrs,  without  any  relics  of  martyrs,  were 
to  be  destroyed,  if  it  could  be  done  without  popular  tumult ;  if  not, 
the  people  were  at  least  to  be  warned  not  to  freciuent  them :  no 
martyr-chapel  was  to  be  recognised  unless  it  possessed  such  relics, 
or  was  connect^jd  by  good  evidence  with  a  martyr's  history,  and 
altars  set  up  in  consequence  of  dreams,  or  of  imaginary  revelations 
to  individuals,  were  to  be  absolutely  disallowe<L  The  right  to 
have  slaves  mannmitted  in  churches  was  to  be  asked  for ;  and  the 
sovereigns  were  to  be  solicited  to  destroy  the  relics  of  idolatry 
"  not  only  in  images,  but  in  any  sort  of  places,  or  groves,  or  trees.'* 
Two  cases  of  misconduct  on  the  part  of  bishops^-one,  the  neglect 
of  Cresconius  to  attend  the  Council ;  the  other,  the  confusion 
caused  by  the  deposed  Equitius — were  the  subject  of  two  other 
canons.  It  was  in  accordance  with  this  Goundl  nf  Carthage  that 
Augustine,  writing  about  the  end  of  the  year  to  a  person  named 
Theodoras,  pi-otested,  as  before  God,  that  the  Catholic  prelates 
condemned  notliing  in  the  Donatists  but  their  schism,  and  recog- 
nised in  them  all  God's  gifts,  as  baptism,  ordination,  profession  of 
continence,  consecration  of  vii'gins,  belief  in  the  Trinity — gifts,  he 
added,  which  profited  them  not,  so  long  as  they  held  them  without 
clmrity. 

In  agreement  with  the  rules  for  meeting  fixed  by  the  Council 
of  401,  we  find  the  next  African  Council  held  on  the  27th  of  August, 
402,  at  a  place  which,  some  years  later,  became  conspicuous  in 
the  Pelagian  controversy,  the  Numidian  city  of  Milevum.  It  was 
a  "  general  Council  of  Africa/'  Aurelius  presided,  and  said  in  his 
address  that  as  he  had  come  by  "  fraternal  invitation  "  he  hoped 
the  unanimity  of  the  prelates  would  be  manifested  by  their  sub- 
scription to  the  canons  of  the  Council  of  Hippo  and  of  the  Cartha- 
ginian Council  of  401.  Tliis  was  agreed  to.  The  first  resolution 
then  made  was  that  bishops  should  take  rank  according  to  seniority. 
Augustine  illustrates  this  canon  by  a  letter  to  Victorinns,  who 
claimed   to  be  "  primate "  or  chief  bishop  of  Numidia,  and   in 
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that  capacity  had  convoked  a  synod  of  Numidion  and  even  of 
Maxiritanian  bishops :  he  remarks  that  the  Maimtaniana  had  their 
own  "  primates/*  and  urges  Victorinus,  in  the  Jirat  infltance,  to  let 
Ids  claims  be  compai*ed  by  their  fellow-bishivpa  of  like  standing 
with  tliuae  of  Xautippus  uf  Tagora,  who  in  fact  i)ossessed  the 
better  title.  It  was  also  ruled  that  the  Numidian  church  register 
and  aixihives  should  be  kept  both  at  the  "  First  See  " — the  see.  that 
la.  whose  bishop  happened  to  be  senior  by  consecration — and  at  Cirta 
or  Constantina,  the  civil  capital ;  and  that  letters  of  consecration 
should  be  given  to  each  new  bishop,  carefully  drawn  up,  "  contain- 
ing the  consul's  name  and  the  day/*  so  as  to  prevent  all  disputes 
about  seniority.  The  rule  against  transferring  cieiics  from  one 
Church  to  another  was  made  to  apply  even  to  those  who  had  but 
once  discharged  the  office  of  lieader.  A  bishop  named  Quodvult- 
deus — names  like  Quodvidtdeus,  Adeodatus,  or  Deogratias,  which 
seem  anticipatory  of  Puritanism,  were  common  in  the  African 
Church — hatl  promised  to  meet  his  "  adversary  "  before  the  as- 
sembled prelates,  but  had  ai*terwaixls  declared  that  he  did  not 
choose  to  do  so.  and  had  gone  away  ;  it  was  resolved  not  to  com- 
municate with  him  until  the  case  was  terminated,  but  it  was 
added  that  "  to  take  away  his  episcopate  before  the  result  was 
apparent  coiild  not  appear  just  in  the  ej^  of  any  Christian/' 
An  ex-Donatiat  bishop.  Masimian  of  Bagai  (or  perhaps  uf  Vaga). 
who  after  joining  the  Chiirch  had  fallen  under  some  suspicion, 
offered  to  resign  his  bishopric,  out  of  a  love,  as  Augustine  says, 
for  Catholic  peace :  it  was  rtisolved  tlmt  he  should  formally  do  so, 
and  that  the  people  should  ask  for  another  bishop ;  and  it  is 
interesting  to  find  Augustine  exhorting  Maximian's  brother  Cas- 
torius  to  abandon  secular  prospects,  and  to  accept  the  bishopric 
"  so  gloriously  laid  down/'  Such  wens  the  proceedings  of  the  lirst 
Council  of  Milevum. 

Just  a  year  afterwards,  on  the  25th  of  August,  403,  another 
Council  met  at  Carthage,  in  the  basilica  "of  the  second  district" 
The  letters  of  deputation  brought  by  several  prelates  were  examined. 
It  apiKiared  that  the  bishops  of  Mauritania  Cajsarieusishad  received 
the  letter  of  summons  too  late ;  but.  it  was  added  by  the  deputies 
for  Mauritania  Sitifensis  (the  westernmost  of  the  Manritanias), 
"  they  will  be  sure  to  come,  and  to  approve  what  may  have  been 
done  before;  their  arrival"  Fi-om  the  recorded  words  of  Alypius 
of  Tbagaste,  it  seems  that  Xandppus  was  now  the  acknowledged 
primate  of  Numidia.    The  single  delegate  of  Tripolia  was  supposed 
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to  have  been  delayed  by  bad  weather;  it  was  known  that  he 
had  embaiked.  This  preUminary  business  of  credentials  Ijeing 
despatched,  tho  Council  passed  two  resolutions  on  the  subject  of 
conference  with  the  Donatist  bishops.  Each  prelate,  by  himself  or 
with  a  neighbour,  was  to  visit  the  Donatist  bishop  of  his  city,  and 
by  the  intei'vention  of  civil  ma^trates  to  request  bim  to  join  in 
the  necessary  steps  for  a  general  confereneti  on  the  merits  of  thu 
controversy.  The  form  of  .summoning  the  Donatists  was  read  and 
approved.  It  was  conceived  in  a  charitable  and  brotherly  8]iirit, 
and  alluded  to  the  beatitude  respecting  the  peacemakers. 

The  same  project  engaged  the  attention  of  a  Council  held  at 
Carthage  in  the  summer  of  404 ;  but  it  then  appeared  that  ike 
Donatists,  instead  of  responding  to  the  invitation,  had  "  betaken 
themselves  to  atrocious  violences,  so  as  to  lay  plots  for  the 
destruction  of  many  bishops  and  clerics,  invading  some  churches, 
attempting  to  invade  others." 

In  truth,  the  ingrained  ferocity  of  African  fanaticism,  which 
liad,  very  early  in  the  Donatist  struggles,  discharged  itsell'  on 
the  persona  and  property  of  Churchmen,  had  broken  forth  anew, 
Criapinus,  Donatist  bishop  of  Calama,  about  the  end  of  the  year 
401,  had  compeUed  some  eighty  Catholic  slaves  on  an  imperial 
estate  which  he  held  on  lease — called  Mappala — to  be  rebaptized  ; 
he  now  replied  to  the  proposal  of  a  conference  first  by  promising 
to  consider  it  with  his  colleagues,  then  by  a  brief  refusal,  the  pitli 
of  which  was  in  the  words.  "  Let  the  wicked  depart  from  me ;  1 
do  not  choose  to  know  their  ways."  Ere  long  a  namesake  and 
presbyter  of  his  attacked  Possidius,  the  Catholic  bishop,  on  a  visita- 
tion tour,  broke  into  the  house  where  he  had  sought  refuge,  and 
dragged  him  down  from  an  upper  chamber.  Bishop  Crispinus, 
declining  to  make  any  reparation  for  this  outrage,  was  prosecuted 
as  a  heretic,  and  therefore  was  liable  to  a  fine ;  the  offence  was 
proved,  but  the  fine  was  remitted  at  the  intercession  of  Possidius. 
A  Donatist  priest,  Reatitutus,  having  come  over  to  the  church, 
was  seized  by  Donatists,  beaten,  immersed  in  a  muddy  pool, 
dressed  up  in  a  garment  of  rushes,  kept  a  prisoner  for  twelve 
days  ;  and  a  Catholic  pi-esbyter,  father  of  a  bishop,  was  so  cruelly 
treated  that  he  died  shortly  after.  But  the  case  which  attracted 
moat  general  commiseration  was  that  of  Maximian,  bishop  of 
Bagai — a  different  person  from  the  e.\-Donatist  already  mentioned 
— who,  having  established  his  legal  claim  to  a  church  at  Calvia 
which  had  been  seized  by  Donatists,  was  attacked  in  that  same 
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church,  and  had  the  M'ooden  altar  under  which  he  tried  bo  shelter 
himself  broken  over  his  head^  and  then,  wounded  with  parts  of  its 
limber,  with  c3ubs»  and  with  cold  steel,  lay  as  one  dead  at  the  feet 
of  the  ruffians,  who  dragged  him  along  the  ground  "with  his  face 
downwards  until,  as  it  happened,  the  duat  stanchud  the  blood  that 
flowed  from  a  deep  wound  in  the  body.  His  people  managed  to 
take  him  away,  but  he  was  again  seized,  flun^;  from  the  top  of  a 
tower,  carried  home  by  a  poor  man  am!  his  wife,  and  marvolloualy 
brought  round,  although,  as  Augustine  describes  it,  he  bore  the 
marks  of  what  he  had  suffere<I  in  scars  more  numerous  than  his 
limbs.  Augustine  himself,  who  in  402  had  written  his  second 
book  '*  Against  the  EpLstle  of  Petilian  "  of  Cirta  (the  first  book 
having  been  written  in  400).  and  had  then  addressed  the  faithful 
of  his  own  diocese  in  a  tract  "  On  the  Unity  of  the  Church," 
was  attacked  by  Petilian  in  a  second  letter,  and  answered 
him  in  a  third  book.  Petilian  had  used  somewhat  violent 
language,  and  made  such  bold  assumptiona  that  Augustine  in  one 
passage  says  he  might  be  reduced  to  straits  by  the  single  word, 
"Prove."  In  this  third  book,  as  in  the  treatise  "On  Baptism," 
Augustine  takes  the  momentous  point  that  the  unworthineas  of  a 
ministar  cannot  annul  the  efficacy  of  sacraments,  because  the  true 
Agent  in  sacraments  is  the  invisible  Lord,  and  the  minister  is 
merely  His  organ.  He  now,  as  bishop  of  Hip]>Q,  applied  to  his 
rival  Proculeianus  a.s  to  the  proposed  conference :  but  Proculeianus 
refused  to  take  any  steps  \  whereupon  Augustine  wrote  to  the 
Donatist  laity,  staling  the  Church's  case  in  the  Church's  name. 
He  became  a  mark  for  the  fury  of  the  savage  Circumceilions, 
called  by  the  Donatists  "  Combatants,"  the  peasant  bands  which 
had  arrayed  slaves  and  debtors  against  masters  and  creditors  and 
upheld  Donatism  by  terrorism  and  barbtu*ous  cnielty ;  they  laid 
wait  for  him  on  his  diocesan  rounds,  and  on  one  occasion,  as  he 
himself  says  in  his  '*  Enchiridion,"  it  so  happened  that  he  went 
astray,  as  he  thought,  in  his  journey  to  a  particular  place,  and  did 
not  know  until  afterwards  that  an  armed  force  of  these  rufGans 
had  beset  the  path  which  he  would  otlierwise  have  taken.  There- 
upon he  "  rejoiced  to  have  missed  his  way,  and  gave  thanks  to 
God." 

We  cannot  be  surprised  that,  with  such  facts  before  them, 
the  Carthaginian  Coimcil  of  404  resolvetl  to  appeal  to  the 
Emperor.  But  what  were  they  to  ask  for  ?  Some  said,  "  An 
absolute  prohibition  of  Donatism ;  let  its  demand  that  the  profession 
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of  it  be  made  a  crime,"  "  Not  so,"  said  others,  among  whom  was 
Augustine.  **  Let  ns  only  ask,  that  those  who  adhere  to  Catholic 
unity  be  protected  against  these  outrages  of  schismatics  by  such 
an  application  of  Theodosius's  law  against  heretical  bishops  and 
clergy,  which  mulcted  tliem  in  t^n  pounds  of  gold,  as  shall  exact 
that  penalty  from  Donatist  bishops  or  ministers  in  every  place 
where  Donatist  violence  has  inflicted  sulTcring  on  Churchmen."  In 
this  Council  of  404,  accordingly,  two  bishops,  Theasins  and 
Evofiius,  were  deputed  to  invoke  the  Emperor's  aid  agiunst  the 
Circumcellions,  "  even  as  St,  Paul  made  use  of  military  assistance 
to  baffle  a  conspiracy  of  factious  men/*  The  delegates  were  to  ask 
for  the  enforcement  of  the  legal  mulct,  above  referred  to,  on 
Donatists  against  whom  Catholics  should  formally  complain  of 
violence  or  conspiracy  ;  and  also  for  the  application  to  their  case 
of  the  law  which  deprived  *'  heretics  "  of  the  right  to  bequeath  or 
to  inherit  property.  Synodal  letters  to  the  Emperors  and  other 
high  civil  dignitanes  were  to  be  drawn  up,  together  with  a 
commendatory  letter  for  the  delegates  to  the  bishop  of  Eome, 
or  to  other  bishops  near  the  person  of  Honoriua.  The  delegates, 
on  arriving  at  liavenna,  found  their  sovereign  fully  aroused  by  the 
sight  of  Maximian's  scai-s  sincl  the  tale  of  his  suflerings  to  the 
necessity  of  a  \'igorous  interposition.  The  limited  severities 
which  the  Council  had  asked  for  wei-e  considerably  less  than  what 
the  Emperor  had  resolved  upon.  It  was  no  question  of  the 
mere  repression  of  Donatist  outrages :  Donatism  itself  was  now  t^} 
be  a  crime.  On  the  12th  of  February,  405,  Honorius  published  a 
law  {Nemo  Manich^eum)  to  this  effect:  "Let  no  one  recall  to 
memory  a  Manichean,  or  a  Donatist, — which  latter  sect,  as  we 
learn,  are  especially  obstinate  in  their  fury.  Let  there  be  one  re- 
ligion, the  Catholic."  A  transgressor  of  the  existing  laws  against 
unlicensed  sects  was  to  be  midcted;  a  stirrer-up  of  tumult  was  to 
be  punished  yet  more  severely.  On  the  same  day  with  this  law, 
which  is  known  as  the  "  Edict  of  Union,"  Honorius,  in  another  law 
addressed  to  Hadrian,  praetorian  prefect  of  Italy  and.  as  such,  in 
chaise  of  Airica,  denounced  the  Donatist  schism  as  having  grown 
into  a  heresy  by  its  practice  of  rebaptizing,  which,  he  added,  gave 
too  great  encouragement  to  sinners :  he  commanded  that  persons 
proved  to  liave  rebaptized  should  forfeit  all  their  property ;  that 
places  where  the  offence  was  committed  should  be  confiscated  if 
the  owners  were  parties  to  it;  that  slaves  escaping  from  com- 
pulsory rebaptism  should  find  protection  and  emancipation  in  the 
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pfrecincts  of  the  church ;  that  persona  consenting  to  rebaptism 
should  be  disqualified  from  giving  evidence,  acquiring  anything 
by  gift,  or  performing  contracts ;  that  officials  neglecting  to  carry 
out  the  law  should  be  fined  twenty  pounds  of  gold.  Donatist 
biahopa  and  clerics  were,  Augustine  further  tells  us,  made  punish- 
able with  exile. 

Augustine's  original  sentiment  had  been  unfavourable  to  such 
methods.    No  one,  he  had  once  thought,  ought  to  be  coerced  into 
Cliriat's  Unity.    Argument  was  tha  only  safe  weapon  ;  force  would 
but  make  hypocritical  converts.     As  late  as  the  Council  of  404 
he  bad  pleaded  for  milder  measures.     But»  unhappily,  he  yielded 
to  the  representations  which  senior  bishops  made  to  him  as  to 
the  good   effect  of  former  i>enal  laws-      It   was  represented  to 
him  that  his  native  town  of  Thagaste  had  been  reclaimed  from 
Donatism    by    such   legislation   in    the   reign    of  Consians,   and 
was  now  so  ardently  Catholic  that  none  would  believe  it  to  have 
ever   been   sectarian.      The  cases    of  other  cities  were   quoted 
in  the  same  sense,  as  "  having  been  made  Catholic  by  means  of 
the  laws  of  Emperors."     So  in  his  ninety-third  letter,  where  he 
describes  this  change  in  his  opinions,  he  says  that  some  Donatists, 
on  conforming  t^_>  the  Cliurch  after  the  promnlgatii:)n  of  the  new 
penal    law,   thanked   God   for   having   thereby   prevented    them 
from  further  delay  in  the  execution  of  a  previous  resolve.     Others 
said,  "Hitherto  we  had  been  kept  in   schism   by  mere   habit." 
Others,  again,  professed  thankfulness  for  the   salutary  stimulus 
which  had  urged  them  to  reconsider  their  position.     Others  said, 
"We  weni  previously  under  luisappreliensions  which  we  should 
never  have  got  rid  of  but  for  being  forced  into  ctinformity."    Others, 
lastly,  said  that  they  used  to  think  it  did  not  matter  whether  they 
were   Churchmen   or  not,   so   long   as  they   held   the   Christian 
faith;   the   threatened  penalties  had  enlightened  their  views  as 
to  the  religious  obligation  of  Unity.    **  Thoso  Donatists/'  he  writes 
in  another  letter  (the  185th).  "  who  were  seeking  an  opportunity 
to  conform,  or  had  been  overawed  by  the  fury  of  the  I'anatics,  or 
had  been  withheld  by  regard  for  their  own  friends,  passed  over  at 
once  to  the  Church :  "  and  the  example  or  persuasion  of  these  first 
converts  soon  brought  others  in  their  train.     "  There  remained," 
Augustine  proceeds.  "  a  number  of  stubborn  minds,  obstinately 
fixed  in  that  pestilent  error."     But  even   of  these,  very  many 
pretended  to  join  the  Church,  and  this  "  simulated  communion  " 
waa  often  followed  bv  a  gradual  conviction  in  her  favour. 
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It  is  melancholy  to  think  of  the  consequences  which 
Augustine's  adoption  of  these  views — involving,  as  they  tlidj  a  con- 
fusion between  moral  and  physical  pressure,  and  also  between 
the  functions  of  the  spiritual  and  temporal  societies,  together  with 
a  distinct  avowal  that  persecution  earned  to  a  certain  extent  was 
sometimes  good  and  righteous — must  be  deemed  to  have  entailed 
ou  Weateru  Christeudom.  He  did  much,  too  much,  to  leaii 
the  Church  into  a  wrong  path,  to  make  her  accept  the  world's 
methods — I  quote  from  Bishop  Creighton's  "  Persecution  and 
Tolerance  *' — and  to  accept  those  methods  was  jno  iniUo  to  range 
herself  beside  it  as  having  like  functions,  and  to  iguore  her  own 
"divinely  appointed"  office  as  the  educating  and  spiiitualLsing  force. 
because  that  process  would  take  time.  As  Dr,  Mozley  strikingly 
expressed  it,  the  "eye"  of  the  text,  "  ^ly  kingdom  is  not  of  this 
world,"  was  upon  lier  and  ujK)n  Augustine  when  he  thus  departed 
from  "  his  first  and  natural  convictions ; "  but  he  did  not  take  itfi 
warning.  He  earnestly  deprecated  extreme  severities ;  but  his 
ai"gument  would  justify  any  severities  short  of  death  as  a  rightful 
exercise  of  worldly  power  in  God's  cause,  and  he  had  no  real  safe- 
guard agninst  the  extremest  form  of  its  application.  It  is  the  ai'gu- 
ment  revived  by  French  bishops  in  support  of  the  revocation  of 
the  Edict  of  Nantes,  and  of  that  systematic  "  forcing  of  unwilling 
souls  into  the  temple"  which,  when  practised  by  Louis  XIV., 
was  solemnly  disapproved  by  no  less  an  authority  tlian  Pope 
Innocent  XL;  and  in  other  hands  it  might  be  cairied  to  the 
extremity  of  autos  dafi.  And  yet,  while  we  lament  that  Augus- 
tine gave  up  his  earlier  sentiments — the  sentiments  of  Athanaaius, 
Hilary,  Martin,  Gr^ory  N&izianzen,  Chiysostom,  and  afterwards 
of  the  fourth  Toledan  synod,  and  of  his  namesake  of  Cnnterbtiry 
and  our  own  king  Ethelbert — we  must  make  allowance  for  the 
disturbing  influence  of  such  an  obstinately  vexatious  and  incur- 
able trouble  as  Donatism  then  was  in  the  Intter  experience  of 
every  African  Churchman.  Many  would  be  prone  to  think  that 
it  could  be  most  effectively  dealt  with  by  the  roughest  treatment ; 
that  even  the  Church  might  in  such  a  case  welcome  the  assistance 
of  legal  teiTors,  of  confiscation  and  of  banishment — if  they  could 
not  bring  themselves  to  say,  of  the  actual  "  power  of  the  sword :  " 
and  so,  instead  of  claiming  that  every  case  of  Donatist  outrage 
should  be  severely  punished  as  an  oflencc  against  cinl  onler,  they 
took  the  fatal  short-cut  method,  "  Let  the  sect  which  breeds  these 
ruffians  bo  itself,  as  a  religious  body,  placed  under  a  State  ban." 
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The  enforcement  oF  the  new  laws  was  followed  by  the  apprupria- 
tion  at  Carthage  of  DonatLst  churches  to  Catholic  worship.    Before 
the  sarae  measure  had  been  carried  out  in  other  town**,  a  Council 
met  at  Caitliage  nu  ihe  23rd  of  August,  405,  which  resolved  to  make 
arrangements  for  a  future  Council  intended  to  consummate   the 
reunion  of  I^natists  mth  the  Church.   Every  province  was  to  sen<i 
delegates  with  full  powera ;  the  magistrates  were  to  be  requested 
to  co-operato  for  the  "  Eeunion/'  and  thanks  were  to  be  aent  to 
"  the  Court "  of  Ravenna  for  "  the  exclusion  of  the  Donatists  '* 
from  churches.     In  this  Council,  also,  a  letter  of  Pope  Innocout 
was  i*ead,  in  which  he  deprecated  voyages  of  bishops  to  foreign 
countries    except    for    grave     caase.      The    assembled    prelates 
"  affirmed  "  this  opinion.     They  had  hardly  broken  up  their  meet- 
ing when  a  fresh  outbreak  of  Circum^collionist  fury  must  have 
taught  Augustine  that  rigorous  penalties  might  exasperate  where 
they  failed  to  intimidate  ;  for  we  ai*e  told  both  in  his  book  against 
(3resconius,  and  in  a  letter  written  in  the  name  of  the  clergy  of 
Hippo  to  a  Donati.st  bishop  named  Januarius,  that  the  fierce  agents 
of  Donatist  clerics  proceeded,  after  the  edicts,  to  worse  excesses 
than  befoi-e.     They  attacked  the  houses  of  Catholic  clergy  by  night, 
doubtless  yelling  out  their  M^ar-cry  of  "  Laudes  Deo  !  "  dragge<i 
forth  the  inmates,  beat  and  wounded  them,  poured  hme  into  their 
eyes,  and  afterwards,  on  liuding  that  this   was  not  sufficient   to 
ensure  blindness,  "  added  vinegar."     These  enormities  were  accom- 
panied by  the  pillaging  aud  burning  of  the  houses ;   stores   of 
grain  were  carried  off,  liquid  stores  poui*ed  out  on  the  ground ; 
nothing  was  heard  but  furious  threats  of  which  the  bui*den  was 
"killing,  burning,   bliudiug."     Sometimes   these   meuaces,  as  we 
learn  from  a  somewhat  later  letter,  scared  unhappy  Catholics  into 
submitting    to   be   rebaptized;    sometimes   the  desperate   fanatics 
committed  suicide  in  order  to  discredit  the  cause  of  their  opponents. 
The  reason  of  this  outbreak  in  the  diocese  of  Hippo  was  mainly 
hatred  of  Augustine,  as  the  great  pillar  of  "  the  Traditors'  Church  ;  " 
and  he  sent  a  letter  by  the  hands  of  a  presbyter  to  Ctecilian,  whom 
he  entitles  "president"  or  provincial  governor,  entreating  him  to 
extend  to  Hippo  the  benefits  of  his  official  vigour  against  the 
schism.     But  it  was  not  in  that  district  only  that  the  Circum- 
cellions   raged   at   tlie   end  of  405.     At  Bagai  they  burned  the 
church  and   its   sacred   books ;   at    Cirta   they   broke   in   pieces 
the  altars  ;    at  one  place  in  Xumidia  four  basilicas  were  de- 
stroyed ;  at  Caesariana  carriages  full  of  church  stores  weie  taken 


1x8 


The  Age  of  the  Fathers. 


[Chap. 


away.  Similar  violences  were  perpetratetl  in  defence  of  Donatist 
churches  about  to  be  claimed  for,  and  given  over  to,  the  Catholics : 
in  some  crises,  naturally  enough,  the  perpetrators  came  into 
collision  "nrith  the  Government  forces,  and  those  of  them  who  were 
alain  were  deemed  martyrs  hy  their  brethren  in  fanaticism.  "  But/* 
say  the  clergy  of  Hippo,  "  whenever  xce  get  hold  of  any  of  your 
jieople,  we  preserN'e  them  unharmed  with  all  tenderness^  we  talk 
to  them,  we  read  them  everything  that  can  convince  them  of  the 
error  which  parts  brothers  from  bn»thers ;  and  ho  some  of  them, 
Considering  the  clearness  of  truth  and  the  beauty  of  peace,  are 
uuited  by  us,  not  to  the  baptism  which,  as  a  king's  .stamp,  they  had 
already,  wlnle  deserters,  received,  but  to  the  faith  which  was  luck- 
iug  to  them,  to  the  charity  of  the  Holy  Spiiit,  to  the  Body  of 
Chrifit  1 "  In  this  beautiful  context  it  is  added  that  Donatists 
who  refusetl  to  conform  were  dismissed  in  safety  ;  that  Catholic 
laymen  were  entreated  to  do  them  no  hurt ;  that  sometimes  this 
entreaty  was  successful^  but  sometimes  they  were  dealt  with  as 
robbers,  received  the  blows  which  they  would  have  iutlicted,  wore 
jjiven  over  (despite  the  pleadings  of  clergy)  to  the  magistrates  for 
punishment. 

The  Donatist  bishops  now  resolved  to  send  a  deputation  to 
the  court ;  and  accordingly  some  of  them  appeared  at  Bavenna  on 
the  30th  of  January,  406,  and  demanded,  on  their  part,  a  con- 
ference for  the  settlement  of  the  controversy.  For  this  purpose, 
they  asked  to  be  heard  in  a  formal  discussion  with  a  Catholic 
bishop  named  Valentinus.  then  at  the  court;  but  the  pne- 
torian  prefect  could  not  grant  this,  nor  could  Valentinus  have 
met  ihem  without  a  commission  from  his  br*cthren.  So  ended,  for 
the  present,  the  business  of  this  compulsury  "  Keuuion  :  "  we  shall 
have  to  return,  ere  long,  to  the  history  of  the  Donatist  struggles, 
and  observe  the  later  demonstrations  ofsectarian  animosity  against 
the  Airican  Church. 

The  death  of  Anastasius  of  Eome  and  the  succession  of 
Innocent  I.  had  taken  place  in  the  spring  of  404,  when  the 
))Olitical  situation  of  the  Western  empire — or,  more  strictly,  of  the 
western  half  of  the  empire — was  suiliciently  critical  to  awaken 
grave  anxiety  for  the  safety  even  of  the  Roman  City  itself.  Some 
yeai-a  before,  Alaric  the  Goth  had  overrun  Greece ;  Honorius  had 
sent  the  aid  of  his  great  general  Stilicho  to  a  country  which  could 
not  rely  on  its  own  sovereign ;  but  Arcadius  himself  hod  insisted 
that  Stilicho  should  send  his  Eastern  troo]je  back  to  Constantinople, 
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and  compliance  with  this  demand  bad  produced  the  murder  of 
RiiUnus.  Arcadiiis  afterwards  tried  to  make  Alaric  harmless  by 
investing  him  with  the  chief  command  in  Eastern  lUyricum ; 
and  there,  seated  on  the  verge  of  two  realms,  in  what  Dr.  Hodgkin 
calls  his  "  eyrie,"  he  could  bide  his  time  until  he  saw  his  oppor- 
tunity for  swooping  down  ou  Italy  in  401.  He  threatened,  but 
did  not  take,  "  the  virgin-fortiuss "  of  Aquileia :  he  paused  on 
the  road  to  KomSj  turned  westwards  towards  Milan,  and  thertjby 
terrified  Honoriua  and  his  courtiers  into  diacuasing  whether  they 
should  not  abandon  Italy,  Prom  this  extremity  of  self-humiliation 
the  Emperor  saved  himsalf  by  taking  refuge  behind  the  impassable 
marshes  which  girdled  liaveuua,  his  home  for  the  rest  of  his 
pitiful  life.  This  retreat  took  place  in  the  latter  part  of  402,  some 
months  after  the  repulse  of  the  Goths  by  Stilicho  at  Pollcntia  011 
Easter-day  of  that  year.  But  was  the  repulse  decisive?  That 
is  uncertain  :  more  likely  the  Gothic  host  remained  intact,  at 
least  was  not  seriously  defeated,  and  was  practically  allowed  to 
retire  beyond  the  Alps. 

The  campaign  was  followed  by  a  visit  of  Houorius  to  Rome, 
when  the  august  puppet  was  hailed,  in  the  poet  Claudian's 
phrase,  as  the  "  present  genius  of  the  Empire,"  and  applauded 
for  not  allowing  the  senators  "to  walk  before  his  car/'  The 
clergy,  no  doubt,  were  conspicuous  amid  the  "  waves  of  ^wpula- 
tiou  "  that  tilled  the  streets  ;  and  their  prayers  would  be  mingled 
with  the  shouts  that  welcomed  the  solemn  ojMining  of  the  sixth 
consulate  of  their  Emperor.  Houorius  resided  at  Rome  until  the 
end  of  July,  404;  and  his  visit  was  momorable  for  a  greater 
victory  than  that  of  Pollentia — the  victory  of  the  Christian  spirit 
over  one  of  the  most  odious  barbarities  of  paganism.  Years 
before,  Alypius  the  friend  of  Augustine,  while  a  law-student  at 
Borne,  had  been  overcome  by  the  hideous  fascination  of  that 
gladiatorial  "  spectacle  "  M-htch  Cicero,  in  Ids  "  Tusculan  Disputa- 
tions," had  placidly  described  as  "  thought  by  some  people  to  be 
cruel  and  inhuman,  and  possibly  deserving  that  character."  The 
young  African,  forcibly  led  to  the  Colosseum  by  his  fellow- 
students,  had  at  first  closed  his  eyes  and  averted  his  thoughts  from 
that  savage  "  Roman  holiday : "  but  a  wild  shout  of  applause  was 
too  much  for  his  curiosity  ;  he  oj>ened  his  eyes,  he  saw  the  blood 
flowing ;  '*  forthwith  he  drank  in  the  savage  spirit,  the  brutal 
frenzy"  of  those  aroimd  him;  "  he  gazed,  he  shouted,  he  carried 
home  with  him  the  passion  for  those  bloody  games,  and  drew 
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others  on  "  to  enjoy  them  like  himself.  Prudentius,  the  Spanish 
Christian  poet,  describes  the  Vostals  as  bending  their  consecrated 
eyes  on  that  scene  of  horror,  and  joining  in  the  fatal  signal 
■which  sacrificed  the  fallen  combatant's  life.  And  he  concludes 
his  poem  "  Against  Symmachus,"  written  about  the  year  403, 
by  conjuiing  Honorius  to  abolish  "that  ghastly  rite:**  "Let  no 
one  80  die  within  the  city  as  by  his  sufferings  to  firrnish  its  people 
with  amusement !  *'  The  games  were  held  in  honour  of  the  new 
imperial  consul,  with  all  possible  magnificence ;  the  gladia- 
torial fights  were  not  omitted ;  but  an  Eastern  monk,  named 
Telemachus,  suddenly  sprang  into  the  arena,  and  tried  to  separate 
the  combatants.  He  was  instantly  pelted  to  death  by  tbe  infu- 
riated spectators  ;  but  a  reaction  of  feeling  soon  recognised  in  his 
self-devotion  the  true  glory  of  a  martyrdom  "  in  the  cause  of 
humanity,"  and  acquiesced  in  the  edict  by  which  Honorius  for 
ever  abolished  the  gladiatorial  shows  of  Rome. 

But  the  check  given  to  the  ChristLan  Alaric  wns  followed  in 
405  by  the  more  terrible  approach  of  a  savage  heatlien  chief,  who 
had  joined  Alaric  in  his  former  invasion,  and  was  now  returning 
as  the  leader  of  a  miscellaneous  following  of  northern  barbarians, 
among  whom  (ioths  were  foremosL,  Radagaisus  "  passed  without  re- 
sistance the  Alps,  the  Po,  and  the  Apennine : "  he  besieged  Florence, 
and  while  Stilieho  was  preparing  to  relieve  it,  the  Christians  and 
the  pagans  of  Rome  would  be  incessantly  speculating  on  the  possi- 
bilities of  escape  from  the  last  extremities  of  humiliation  and 
snffering.  He  waa  ^'tbe  fiercest  foe  that  had  ever  menaced  the 
City : "  he  had  vowed  to  devote  every  Roman  to  his  gods :  the 
terror  of  the  pagan  citizens  naturally  took  the  form  of  bitter  com- 
plaint against  the  dominant  Christianity,  which  had  drawn  down 
this  peril  on  a  city  where  the  gods  had  been  denied.  Only  a  year 
or  two  before,  Prudentius  had  boasted  of  six  hundred  patrician 
families  as  converted  from  idolatry,  had  described  the  common 
people  as  thronging  to  "  tbe  tomb  on  the  Vatican/'  or  seeking  for 
the  "  sacred  sign "  at  the  Lateran,  and  had  triumphantly  asked 
whether  any  one  could  doubt  that  pLome  had  accepted  the  "  laws 
of  Christ."  Yet  now,  in  the  vivid  language  of  the  '*  Histojy  "  of 
Orosius,  another  Spanish  ^^Titer  of  this  period,  who  will  meet 
us  again  in  connection  with  the  Pelagian  controversy,  "  the 
whole  city  lang  with  blasphemies ;  the  pagans  denounced  tbe 
name  of  Christ  as  the  pest  of  the  day."  Or,  as  Augustine  ex- 
presses it,  they  spread  abroad  the  notion  that  an  invader  who 
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daily  appeased  the  gods  witb  victims  was  advancing  under  their 
patronage,  and  could  not  be  beaten  back  by  those  who  bad  proscribed 
the  ancient  worship.  But,  in  fact,  he  was  not  only  beaten  Imck  ; 
he  was  snrrounded  within  a  large  entrenchment,  ultimately  taken 
prisoner,  and  as  a  matter  of  course  put  to  death.  The  united  tribes 
which  followed  lladagaisus  lost  a  third  or  more  of  their  number 
in  his  catastrophe. 

If  we  place  ourselves  in  thought  at  Home,  among  the  eccle- 
siastical cij-cles  that  auiTouuded  Pope  Innocent  about  the  end  of 
that  year  405,  and  ask  what  were  the  main  subjects  that  interested 
Roman  Churchmen,  we  shall  probably  give  a  chief  place  among 
them  to  the  affair  of  St.  Chrysostom,  which  was,  in  the  eyes  of  the 
great  "apostolic  Uhurch/'  a  question,  as  Milman  says,  between 
"  persecuted  holineas  "  and  a  combination  of  malignant  intrigues. 
Nor  can  we  fail  to  acknowledge  that  "  the  defenders  of  Chrj'sostom 
were  so  clearly  on  the  side  of  justice,  humanity,  generous  compas- 
sion for  the  opprea.sed,  as  well  as  of  ecclesiastical  order,  that  the 
bishop  of  Rome  couM  not  but  rise  in  the  general  estimation  of 
Christendom."  In  another  direction,  the  growing  intimacy  of  the 
relations  between  the  Roman  see  and  the  Gallic  and  Spanish 
Churches,  as  well  as  the  gi-owing  extension  of  Roman  canon  law, 
are  illusti-ated  by  a  series  of  documents  emanating  from  Rome 
in  the  earlier  years  of  Innocent's  episcopate.  Some  dissensions 
and  'disorders  in  the  Spanish  hierarchy,  caused  in  part  by  neglect 
of  the  rule  as  to  a  careful  probation  of  bishops-elect — insomuch 
that  men  were  transferred  at  once  from  the  bar,  or  from  civil 
office,  or  from  "  curial  "  functions,  to  the  episcopate — and  partly 
by  the  refusal  of  some  bishojis  to  communicate  with  penitent 
ex-Priscillianists,  drew  forth  from  the  Pope  a  grave  and  earnest 
exhortation.  Again,  he  received  several  inquiries  from  some  Gallic 
bishops,  and  returned  a  synodical  reply.  Some  of  the  <iueations 
referred  to  the  duties  of  persons  in  holy  oi-ders.  They  were 
bound,  said  the  Itomiin  Synod,  in  cnusetiuence  of  theii*  continuous 
sacramental  functions,  to  observe  perpetual  continence.  Bishops 
ought  to  be  thoroughly  united  in  faith:  "  for  we  read.  One  is  my 
dove,  one  is  my  perfect  one."  In  the  Paschal  season  ]>riests  and 
deacons  might,  "  even  in  the  bishop's  presence,  give  remission 
of  sins,  and  fulfil  their  ministry,"  by  baptizing :  out  of  that  season, 
"a  priest  might  baptize  a  person  dangerously  sick,  but  no  such 
licence  is  found  to  have  been  granted  to  deacons.*'  If  deacons 
have  ever  baptized  in  such  circumstances,  necessity  may  excusi' 
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the  act,  but  it  must  not  be  repeated.  No  one  ought  to  be  made 
a  biahap  unless  ha  is  fij-sl  made  a  cleric :  "  For  it  is  written," 
says  the  canon,  in  the  spirit  of  the  Sardican  Council,  *"  *  And  let 
tliese  be  lirst  proved ;  *  else,  why  di.>es  the  apostle  forbid  a 
'neophyte'  to  be  ordained?"  A  bishop  who  forsakes  hia  own 
church,  and  takes  possession  of  another,  should  be  deposed.  Clerics 
excommunicated  by  theii'  ijwn  bishop  ought  not  to  bo  received 
even  to  lay  communion  elsewhere;  a  prelate  who  violated  this 
rule,  by  receiving  or  *'  promoting  '*  such  a  cleric,  "  must  know 
himself  to  be  severed  fmrn  the  society  uf  Catholics,  and  to  be 
incapable  of  the  communion  of  the  apostolic  aee."  No  bishop 
ought  to  "overpass  his  own  bounds,  and  celebrate  ordinalionB  " 
in  another  diocese,  or  hinder  the  metropolitan  from  orditiuing 
a  bishop  (in  conjunction  with  neighbouring  prelates)  within  hia 
diocese.  No  bishop  ought  to  ordain  as  clerics  any  lajTuen  ex- 
communicated by  their  own  bishop.  In  regard  to  other  points, 
the  Koman  Canons  i-uled  that  a  consecrated  virgin  who  had  fallen, 
and  concealed  her  sin  under  a  pretence  of  marriage,  must  be  put 
to  i^tenance ;  that  one  not  consecrated,  but  known*  to  have  pur- 
posed so  to  remain^  must  be  similarly  punished  for  a  clandestine 
nuuiiage ;  that  some  restriction — the  text  does  not  clearly  say 
what — must  be  put  on  Churchmen  who  have  served  in  the  army, 
oonsideriug  the  moral  dangers  of  a  military  life  ;  that  no  one  ought 
to  aspire  to  the  clerical  state  who  after  baptism  has  fallen  into 
impurity  ;  that  no  one  should  marry  his  deceased  wife's  sister,  or 
un  uncle's  wife,  or  a  iirst  cousin,  or  have  a  concubine  beside  hia 
wife;  that  no  one  who  has  exercised  secular  power  ought  to 
enter  the  clergy  except  after  a  time  of  penance,  ap[)arently  because 
he  might  have  had  to  inflict  death.  These  rules  were  closed  by 
an  assurance  that  if  they  were  carefully  ob3er\*ed,  "  God  would  not 
be  offended,  nor  schisms  nor  heresies  produced,  but  the  Gentiles 
would  say  that  God  was  truly  in  us,  even  Christ  our  Lord." 

Two  other  letters  were  answers  to  questions  put  by  two 
individual  Gallic  prelates,  Victricius  of  Kouon  and  Exuperius  of 
Toulouse.  Writing  t<j  Victricius  in  404  or  405,  Innocent  delivered 
liis  mind  on  thirteen  points,  appealing  in  some  cases  to  Nicene 
rules,  but  uking  care  to  magnify  the  Roman  Church,  and  to  cite 
the  "  synod "  which  gave  it  an  appellate  jurisdiction,  implying 
clearly  tliat  this  synod  was  the  Nicene,  whereas  in  fact  it  was  the 
Sardican.  Of  these  regulations  may  be  specially  mentioned  the 
first,  which  declared  it  unlawful  for  oue  bishop  to  ordain  another 
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as  his  successor,  "  lest  the  benefit  bestowed  should  appear  claades- 
tine;"  the  third,  which  claimed  for  Home  " in  greater  causes "  au 
authority  paramount  to  a  tribunal  of  bishops,  words  which  suggested 
that  Rome  herself  was  to  judge  which  causes  were  "greater," — a 
soggestion  not  warranted  by  the  Sardican  canons ;  the  sixth,  which, 
in  defining  digamy,  took  account  of  a  marriage  contracted  before 
baptism  ;  the  ninth,  on  clerical  continence ;  the  eleventh,  on  the 
undesirableness  of  ordaining  a  person  liable  to  municipal  require- 
ments. On  this  last  matter  Innocent  could  speak  from  experience, 
having  had  to  entreat  the  Emperor  for  the  exemption  of  such 
"  ourialea  "  from  the  sore  burdens  which  their  birth  laid  upon 
them,  and  from  which  they  had  hoped  their  clerical  state  would 
relieve  them — whereas  Theodosius  bad  ruled  that  no  bom  "curialia" 
ordained  since  388  should  be  freed  from  his  obligations  except  on 
condition  of  renouncing  his  patrimony.  Exuperius,  like  Victricius, 
had  consulted  Innocent  on  certain  points,  and  received  an  answer 
dated  Februaiy  20,  405.  In  this  letter  Innocent  repeats  the  then 
established  Raman  maxim  as  to  cluneal  continence,  but  allows 
that  any  priests  or  deacons,  hitherto  unaware  of  the  rule  laid 
down  by  "  the  bishop  Siricius,"  may,  on  pmmisiug  to  observe 
it  for  the  future,  retain  their  offices,  but  must  not  aspire  to  any 
higher  post.  As  to  the  case  of  baptized  men  who  al'ter  a 
profligate  life  entreat  both  "  penance  "  and  Communion,  the  old 
strict  rule,  says  Innocent,  would  have  granted  them  penance  only ; 
but  now,  in  times  of  peace,  and  ns  a  protest  against  Novation 
rigour,  it  is  usual  to  give  such  persons  Communion  "  as  a  viaticum." 
Exuperius  had  also  asked  what  Innoct'ia  thought  of  Christians 
being  judges,  and  so  called  upon  to  inllict  death ;  and  was  told 
that  the  fathers  had  determined  nothing  on  this  point,  but  had 
owned  judicial  power  to  be  given  by  God.  iVnothcr  question  was 
aa  to  the  guilt  of  adultery ;  was  it  really  greater  in  women  than 
in  men  ?  The  answer  is,  No,  but  more  patent.  Divorce  followed 
by  "  marriage  "  is  pronounced  to  constitute  adultery,  and  to  entail 
excommunication ;  which  explains  thii  penance  undergone  by 
.ferome's  friend  Fabiola  on  an  Easter-eve  at  the  Lateran,  for 
having  married  a  second  husband  after  divorcing  the  first  for  his 
vices.  A  list  of  "  Canonical  books  "  is  given,  which  agrees  with 
that  of  the  third  Council  of  Carthage,  admitting  Tobit,  Judith, 
and  Maccabees ;  and  "  not  only  rejects  but  condemns  "  apocryphal 
^vritings  bearing  the  names  of  Matthias,  James  the  Less,  Petei-, 
John,  Andrew,  Leucius,  or  *'  Xenocharis  and  Leonidas,  philosophers.*" 
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And  the  Church  of  Gaul  heraelf — how  was  she  doing  her  work 
in  the  early  yeai-s  of  that  century  which  was  to  witness  at  its 
close  the  establishment  of  the  so-called  "Christiau  kingship" 
of  Clovis  ?  On  the  23rd  of  September,  401,  a  Council  was  held  at 
Turin — it  ia  interesting  to  find  bishops  from  Gaul  meeting  beyond 
the  Alps — in  order  to  settle  some  Gallicnu  disputes.  Proculus 
of  Marseilles  was  to  be  the  chief  bishop  of  the  Second  Nar- 
bonensian  province,  not,  as  he  contended,  in  ri*;ht  of  his  see,  but 
solely  as  a  personal  distinction  on  the  ground  of  his  character. 
The  Churches  of  Aries  and  Vienne  were  at  strife  then — as  long 
afterwards — about  precedency ;  it  was  to  be  settled  by  ascertaining 
which  of  the  two  cities  was  the  meti*opolis ;  and  it  was  further 
ordered  that  each  of  them  should  claim  authority  over  the  cities 
neai*est  it  within  the  province.  Consecrations  of  bishops  contrary 
to  the  canons  were  to  be  annulle(],and  the  consecrator  was  to  have 
no  further  right  in  consecralious  or  in  syno<ls.  Two  special  cases 
of  episcopal  judgment  were  confirmed.  With  reference  to  the 
scandal  caused  by  the  Ithacian  persecutors  of  Priscillian,  it  was 
decided  thai  any  bishops  who  broke  oif  from  communion  with 
Felix  of  Treves  (the  Ithacians'  friend)  were  to  be  received  inio 
fellowship,  according  to  letters  of  bishop  Ambrose  of  venerable 
memory  and  of  the  bishop  of  the  Komjin  Church,  which  had  been 
read  in  the  Council.  The  last  canon  forbade  peraons  who,  while 
in  the  lower  ministries,  had  had  children,  to  be  advanced  to  the 
higher  orders. 

But  the  questions  of  routine  and  discipline,  appeals  from 
episcopal  decisions  or  disputes  about  episcopal  jurisdiction,  such 
as  come  up  for  settlement  at  a  Council,  would  give  us,  if  taken 
alone,  a  very  untrue  or  at  least  imperfect  picture  of  episcopal  life 
and  character  The  Gallic  Church  of  these  early  years  of  the  tiftli 
century  could  point  to  many  saintly  names  among  her  bishops. 
She  had,  indeed,  lost  a  few  years  befoi^e  her  greatest  saint  by  the 
death  of  Martin,  and  somewhat  later  she  had  seen  her  southern 
distiicts  deprived  of  the  pious  enei^gy  of  the  holy  Delphinus  of 
Bordeaux.  But  Delphinus's  successor,  Aniandus,  was  himself 
afterwards  canonized.  Another  good  bishop  was  Simplicius,  who 
at  his  ancient  city  of  Autun,  once  a  seat  of  learning  for  well-born 
Gaulish  youths,  succeeded  in  overthrowing  the  "  riotous  "  worship 
of  Cybele,  which  in  the  second  century  had  been  repudiated  by  the 
young  noble  Symphorianus  at  the  cost  of  his  life.  Of  Innocent's 
two  correspondents,  the  one,  Victricius,  after  beginning  life  as  ii 
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s<:)Iflter,  had  snfTered  cruel  usage  for  abandoning  his  military  employ- 
ment, had  become  acquainted  with  Martin,  had  been  made  bishop  of 
Rouen,  and  in  that  office  had  spread  the  faith  of  Christ  thi'ough 
the  "  remotest  part  of  the  Servian  territory,"  planting  monasteries, 
build  in;^  churches,  collecting  relics  of  saints,  making  Eouen  illus- 
trious among  Christian  cities.  He  had  visited  llome,  apparently 
by  way  of  defending  himself  against  some  charge  of  heterodoxy ; 
and  it  was  after  his  return  home  that  he  had  written  to  Innocent 
for  further  information  on  questions  of  discipline.  Exui>eiiufl  was 
bishop  of  another  famous  city,  the  name  of  which  in  old  times 
had  made  "  gold  of  Toulouse  "  an  equivalent  for  ill-gotten  gains, 
and  in  which,  according  to  Hilary,  Constantius  had  ill-treated  the 
clergy  and  insulted  the  Holy  Sacrament.  He  was  a  man  of 
singular  beauty  of  character,  whom  Jerome,  writing  somewhat 
later,  described  as  "imitating  the  Lonls  poverty  tliat  he  miglit 
become  rich,  and  that  by  him  the  Lord  might  be  daily  welcomed, 
fed,  and  clothed ;  as  hungry  himself  whUe  feeding  others ;  as 
carr^nng  the  Lord's  Body  in  a  wicker  bosket  and  His  Blood  in 
a  glass ;  as  having  overthrown  the  seats  uf  sinionists  without 
the  use  of  small  cords  or  rebukes."  Exnperius  was  ere  long  to 
mourn  over  the  desolation  brought  on  Aquitania,  Novempopulania, 
and  his  own  Narbonensis,  by  the  Vandal  inviusion  of  405-406 ; 
although  Touhjuse,  when  Jerome  alluded  to  these  mLseries  five 
years  later,  had  not  yet  fallen,  being  preserved,  as  he  believed,  by 
the  sanctity  of  Exuperiua,  In  Northern  Gaul  Desiderius.  bishop 
of  Langres,  is  supposed  to  have  been  slain  amid  these  ravages, 
and  NicasiuSj  bishop  of  Eeims,  with  his  sister  and  two  clerics, 
to  have  fallen  under  Vandal  swords  at  the  gates  of  his  own  church. 
But  before  the  dark  time  set  in  of  the  invasions  which 
destroyed  the  IJoman  rule  in  the  coiintries  beyond  the  Al])s,  the 
Church  of  Gaul  had  heard  sometliing  of  a  new  movement  against 
prevalent  observances  and  opinions  which  might  in  some 
respects  recall  JovinianLsm.  VigOantius,  a  native  of  southern 
Gaid,  who  in  youth  had  sold  wine  at  an  inn,  and  then  became 
a  priest,  had  been  on  intimate  terms  with  Paulino.^,  afterwards 
bishop  of  Nola,  had  travelled  into  Palestine,  and  had  brought  back 
with  him  to  Europe  from  his  Syrian  sojourn  a  temper  of  sensitive 
orthodoxy  against  Origeniflm,  representing  even  Jerome  as  unsound 
because  he  had  read  Origen's  works.  Recollecting  the  subsequent 
course  of  that  controversy,  one  is  struck  by  the  strangeness  of 
the  position  in  which  Jerome  was  thus  placed  by  one  whom  he 
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was  afterwards  to  denrmiice  with  (enfold  asperity.  He  replied  to 
Vigilantius,  in  395,  partly  in  a  tone  of  lofty  contempt,  partly 
by  a  Herious  explanation  of  tbe  distinction  which  he,  for  his 
part,  drew  between  the  sound  and  unsound  parts  of  Origan's 
writings.  Years  passed  away,  and  it  was  in  404,  after  the  cessa- 
tion of  his  own  fierce  wrangle  with  Rufinus,  that  Jerome  heard 
of  Vigilantius  again.  A  Gallic  priest,  Riparius,  told  him  that 
his  former  critic  was  now  speaking  against  Church  vigils,  and 
denouncing  those  who  venerated  martyrs*  relics  as  idolaters  and 
"  worshippers  of  ashes."  Jerome  instantly  wrote  back  that 
Vigilantius  (or,  as  he  styled  him,  Dormitantius)  was  no  better 
than  a  Jew  or  Samaritan.  As  for  "  worshipping "  martyrs* 
relics,  "  we  do  not  worship  Angels  or  Archangels  or  Cherubim  or 
Seraphim  or  any  name  that  is  named  in  this  world  or  in  the  world 
to  come,  lest  wu  .should  servo  the  creature  ratlser  than  the  Creator. 
But  we  do  honour  the  relics  of  martyrs,  that  we  may  adore  Him 
whose  martyrs  they  are."  "  Impure  ashes  ?  Were  the  ashes  or 
bones  of  patriarchs  impure  ?  "  He  referred  to  the  general  custom 
of  venerating  martyrs*  tombs  ;  and,  adverting  to  the  subject  of 
vigils,  quoted  **  Could  ye  not  watch  one  hour?"  He  expressed 
surprise  that  "  the  bishop  in  whose  diocese  Vigilantius  dwelt  had 
not  broken  the  unprofitable  vessel  with  an  apostolic  rod  of  iron," 
and  made  a  sort  of  explanation  of  his  own  virulence  by  assuming 
that  "  zeal  like  his  was  piety  towards  God,"  and  not  really  hiirah- 
ness  towards  man. 

While  he  wrote  thus  hotly,  this  vehement  censor  had  not 
<3ven  read  Vigilantius's  book.  Two  years  afterwards  it  was  sent 
to  him  ;  he  fell  upon  it  in  hot  haste,  and  sat  up  one  whole  night 
dictating  his  reply.  Here  is  a  sample  of  his  felicitousness  as  a 
controversialist :  "  Many  a  monster  has  the  world  bred  :  we  read 
of  centaurs  and  sirens,  of  onocrotali  in  Isaiah,  of  J^emoth  and 
Leviathan  in  Job ;  poets  sing  of  Cerberus,  the  chimsera,  the  hydra ; 
Spain  produced  the  triple-fonned  Geryon ;  but  Gaul  never  bred  a 
monster  before."  Then  comes  the  old  pun  on  Vigilantius,  as  in 
truth  a  Dormitantius,  a  vulgar  sneer  at  him  as  a  wine-seller,  an 
ntterance  of  disgust  at  fallen  bishops  who  share  his  guilt,  if 
bishops  they  are  who  ordain  no  deacons  that  are  not  married ! 
Vigilantius's  words  are  quoted:  "Why  honour,  or  rather  adore, 
nnd  kiss  some  dust  wrapt  in  a  rich  cloth,  carried  in  a  little  vessel  ? " 
Emphatically  repudiating  the  notion  of  worshipping  martyrs, 
Jerome  rushes  to  the  assumption   that  Vigilantius  would  like 
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their  remains  flung  out  on  duugbills,  and  refers  to  Constautius's 
translation  of  the  remains  of  Andrew,  Luke,  and  Timothy,  and  to 
Arcadius's  recent  reception  of  relics  of  Samuel.  Vigilantius  had 
affirmed  that  the  martyrs  were  actually  in  i)aradLse,  or  "  under 
the  altar,"  and  could  not  he  supposed,  as  he  tersely  puts  it,  to 
"  fly  round  their  own  ashes ;  while  they  were  safe  in  a  home  of 
rest  and  light,  they  would  not  he  present  near  theii'  sepulchres." 
How,  asks  Jerome,  can  he  be  sure  of  that?  Tu  Deo  Icffcs  jx^ics? 
May  they  not,  as  they  follow  the  Lamb  whithersoever  He  goeth, 
have  a  presence  of  some  kind  here  on  earth  ?  But  Vigilantius, 
relying  on  an  upocrvphal  hook  of  Esdras  (which  Jerome  had  never 
even  troubled  himself  to  read,  because  the  Church  had  not  received 
it)»  affirmed  that  after  death  intercession  was  useless,  and  added 
that  the  martyrs  in  the  Apocalypse,  when  praying  for  the  avenging 
of  theii'  blood,  received  no  answer.  To  speak  disrespectfully  of 
the  bcwiies  in  which  holy  souls  had  dwelt  was  to  offend  Christian 
feeling.and  Jerome  traces  such  language  to  the  heresiarch  Eunomius ; 
he  adds  that  to  deny  the  intercessory  activity  of  such  souls  is 
virtually  to  deny  their  present  condition  as  living  to  God ;  and 
if,  when  still  in  the  body,  they  could  pray  for  others,  how  much 
more  now,  as  crowned  and  triumphant?  Somewhat  lat-er,  he 
refers  to  the  offering  of  the  Eucharist  by  the  Roman  bishop  over 
the  bones  of  Peter  and  Paid.  Tiiruing  to  another  point,  namely, 
Vigilantius's  criticism  of  the  lighting  of  huge  ta[»er3  at  martyrs' 
shrines  as  the  introduction  of  a  pagan  custom  into  churches,  Jerome 
makes  a  cautious  distinction  :  "  We  do  not/'  he  says,  "  light 
candles  in  the  daytime,  but  during  the  night-vigil ;  but  if  some 
devout  persons  have  lighted  them  in  the  daytime  in  honour  of 
martyrs,  what  harm  is  done  ? "  Is  it  worse  than  the  lavish 
expenditure  of  ointment  which  Christ  Himself  defended  from 
blame?  And  apart  from  all  references  to  relics,  "throughout 
the  Orient " — meaning  Syria — "  lamps  are  lit  when  the  Gospel  is 
to  be  read,  although  the  sun  may  be  shining ;  not,  therefore,  of 
course,  to  dispel  darkness,  but  simply  as  a  token  of  joy.*'  Then 
as  to  night-vigils :  Vigilantius  would  restrict  them  to  Easter-eve, 
to  which  Jerome  answers,  "You  might  as  well  say.  Do  not 
celebrate  the  Resurrection  on  every  Sunday  "  (this  reminds  one  of 
Keble's  line, "  An  Easter-day  in  every  week  "), "  but  only  on  Easter- 
day."  But  Vigilantius  laid  stress  on  the  moral  disorders  even 
then  caused  by  this  observance — disorders  which  afterwards 
required  its  abolition.    Jerome  answers  by  admitting  that  suoh 
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abuses  did  exist,  but  contending  that  they  did  not  "  take  away 
the  use."  Passing  over  Vigilantius's  objection  to  the  frequent 
singing  of  Alleluia,  we  may  notice  his  criticism  of  the  stories 
of  miracles  wrought  at  martyr- shrines :  such  signs,  he  said  (by  an 
adaptation  of  1  Cor.  xiv.  22),  couUl  be  a  aign  for  non-believers 
only  ;  believers  could  not  want  them.  Jerome  answers^  "  If  they 
are  wrought,  and  if  they  are  of  service  to  any  minds^  that  is 
enough  ; "  and  then,  by  one  of  his  sudden  bounds  into  a  coarseness 
that  was  in  fact  brutality — such  as  his  assumpLiou  that  Viyilautius's 
dislike  of  fasts  meant  a  fear  that  his  old  business  would  suffer — he 
says  that  Vigilantius  must  be  inspired  by  an  indwelling  demon, 
whom  these  saci*ed  relics  had  tormented :  for  his  own  part,  he 
owned  that  whenever  he  had  been  angry,  or  had  entertained  an 
eWl  thought,  he  trembled  all  over  at  the  very  idea  of  visiting  the 
tomb  f>f  a  martyr.  Perhaps  Vigilantius  might  laugh  at  this  as 
mere  womanish  superstition — so  be  it;  he  would  take  his  portion 
with  the  women  who  first  saw  the  Kisen  Lord,  He  hod  been 
informed  that  Vigilantius  deprecated  the  sending  of  alms  to  the 
pious  residents  at  Jerusalem,  and  advocated  mther  a  graduated 
iind  measiu^d  almsgiving  in  every  Churchman's  own  nei^^hbour- 
hood  ;  al'ter  some  remarks  on  this  point,  he  dealt  finally  witli 
Vigilantius's  argument  against  the  multiplication  of  monasteries : 
"  If  all  rush  into  such  retreats,  who  will  be  left  to  form  Churches, 
win  over  men  of  the  world,  exhort  sinners  to  repentance  ? "  and 
his  main  answer  is  that  such  exceptional  virtue  as  that  of  the 
monk,  whose  office  is  not  to  teach,  but  to  raoum  for  sin  and  wait 
for  the  Lord's  coming,  will  always  be  rare ;  that  if  it  be  best  to 
keep  one's  place  in  the  world  and  fight  against  its  e\il.  Vigilantius 
may  be  strong  enough  for  such  a  combat,  but  he.  Jerome,  is 
*'  conscious  of  his  infirmity." 

Such  was  this  coarse  and  violent,  yet  in  some  respects  power- 
ful, tract  against  Vigilantius :  it  is  marred  by  Jei^ome's  incurable 
vulgarity  and  bitterness,  not  to  say  by  his  occasional  irrelevance 
or  even  sophistry ;  but  it  exhibits  clearly  enough  the  position 
taken  up  by  Vigilantius.  Undoubtedly  the  latter  hit  some  blots. 
and  had  serious  grounds  for  deprecating  or  criticinng  some  excesses 
of  ^>opular  religious  enthusiasm,  which  had  been  largely  fostered 
by  the  influence  of  superficial  conversions;  yet  he  seems,  like 
Joviuian,  to  have  been  carried  on  to  lengths  which  could  not  bat 
be  repugnant  even  to  calmer  and  fairer  minds  than  that  of  their 
common    enemy.     Vigils  might  sometimes   be  perverted ;    the 
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veneration  for  a  martyr's  body  might  too  easily  become  super- 
stitious ;  monasticism  might  often  deprive  the  Church  of  forces  that 
should  have  helped  her  to  leaven  society  ;  the  prevalent  "Western 
ideas  as  to  clerical  life  might  often  be  an  occasion  of  moral  danger, 
as  those  bishops  felt  who,  sympathizing  with  Vigilantius,  went  so  far 
as  to  think  that  celibacy  was  unsafe  and  to  ordain  those  only  who 
had  married  beforehand  ;  yet  Vigilantius  allowed  himself  to  speak 
in  a  way  that  shocked  some  deep  instincts  of  Christian  awe  and 
tenderness,  and  marred  his  chances  of  influence  by  hurrying,  or 
being  goaded,  into  the  falsehood  of  one  extreme,  while  Jerome 
look  up  hia  ground  in  the  other. 

The  pamphlet  against  Vigilantius  was  written  in  406,  soon 
after  the  close  f)f  a  rBmarkable  correspondence  between  Jerome  and 
Augustine,  in  which  each  of  them,  it  appears,  maintained  con- 
vincingly the  point  on  which  he  was  right,  and  abandoned 
ultimately  that  on  which  he  was  wrong.  Two  questions  were 
raised,  the  one  certainly  the  more  important  for  practical  Chris- 
tianity, but  the  other  intimately  connected  with  the  Chiu-oh's  duty 
as  the  "keeper"  of  Holy  Writ,  1.  Was  Jerome  right  in  under- 
taking a  new  translation  of  the  Old  Testament  from  the  Hebrew, 
instead  of  being  contented  to  revise,  by  means  of  Origen's  Hexapla, 
the  Latin  version  from  the  Septuagint  ?  2.  Was  Augustine  right 
in  exhorting  Jerome  not  so  to  interpret  the  narrative  of  St.  Paul 
"withstanding"  St.  Peter  as  to  make  the  Scriptures  of  truth 
sanction  pious  frauds  ?  In  this  coirespondence,  Augustine  showed 
his  superiority  in  moral  perception  and  good  temper,  although  on 
the  question  of  translation  his  opinion  was  worth  Kttle  in  com- 
parison with  that  of  the  jgreat  Biblical  scholar  who  had  so 
laboriously  made  that  subject  his  own.  Jerome  might  be,  and 
indeed  was,  vehement  against  the  obvious  and  straightforward 
interpretation  of  the  occurrence  at  Antioch,  and  paradoxically 
regardless  of  the  clear  distinction  between  such  dissimulation  as 
Paul  was  said  to  have  rebuked,  and  that  indulgence  to  Jewish 
observances  which  in  some  cases  he  displayed.  He  might  be.  and 
he  was,  too  ready  to  call  what  in  fact  would  be,  as  Augustine 
bluntly  termed  it,  a  "  mendacium,"  by  the  smooth  and  too  often 
seductive  term  '*  economy."  He  might  be  peevish,  satirical,  ill- 
tempered,  in  contrast  to  the  courtesy  and  tenderness  exhibited 
towards  him  by  one  who  in  this  dispute  has  been  well  said  to  have 
proved  himself — what  Jerome  never  was — a  true  gentleman.  He 
might  show,  in  those  frequent  allusions  to  his  "  poor  little  cottage," 
VOL.  u.  K 
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Lu  Ilia  comer  of  a  cell,  not  a  little  of  "  the  pride  that  apas 
humility/'  But  he  was  on  his  own  gi-oiind,  and  in\'incible,  -when 
hts  fiimly  upheld  the  propriety,  the  necessity,  of  "  letting  the 
Christian  world  know  what  the  Hebrew  Verity  contained,"  instead 
of  taking  any  Greek  version,  however  venerable,  however  honoured, 
as  the  ultimate  standai'd  for  students  of  the  Old  Testament.  There 
inight  be,  there  must  be,  in  such  a  process  some  disturbance  of 
cherished  associations ;  annoyance  might  find  excitable  utterance, 
as  in  the  congregation  which  a  bishop  offended  by  reading  the 
story  of  Jonah  in  Jerome's  version,  which  substituted  "hedera  "  for 
the  familiar  '*  cucurbita : '*  his  new  tmnslation  might  be  angrily 
censured  by  incompetent  judges  whom,  after  his  fashion,  he  re- 
peatedly denounces  as  "jealous  detractors,"  and  compares  to 
"  barking  "  or  "  worrying  "  dogs,  remarking  thut  everj'bwly ,  whether 
he  has  studied  the  subject  or  not,  assumes  that  he  is  an  e\'|>ert  in 
"  the  art  of  dealing  with  Holy  Scripture."  Irritable  as  he  was,  he 
sometimes  answers  these  critics  with  calm  dignity :  "  If  you  think 
1  have  made  a  mistake  in  my  translation,  ask  the  Hebrews  instead 
of  worrying  the  translator :  as  they  decide,  let  my  version  be 
trusted  or  mistrusted.  I  have  at  least  some  slight  knowledge  of 
Hebrew,  and  anyhow  I  can  write  Latin."  "  Let  those  who  choose, 
read  my  version  ;  let  those  who  do  not  choose,  put  it  aside/'  He  had 
to  defend  himself  against  the  charge  of  disparaging  the  Septuagint : 
it  was  important  to  break  down  the  superstition  as  to  its  infalli- 
bility, but  he  explained  that  he  had  taken  the  trouble  to  revise  its 
text,  and  that  ho  often  used  it  in  giving  addresses.  Another 
service  that  he  i-endered  was  the  dlstinctii  in  sharply  drawn  between 
the  Old  Testament  proper  and  the  books  (such  as  Wisdom.  Eccle- 
siasticus,  Judith,  etc.)  which  were  not  properly  canonical,  although 
read  in  church  (as  our  Sixth  Article  quotes  him)  for  the  edification 
of  the  people,  but  not  for  the  confirmation  of  Church  doctrines. 
On  the  whole  hia  Bible-work  was  at  once  laborious  and  invidious, 
but  it  was  work  wluch  hod  to  be  done  as  a  matter  of  fidelity  to  the 
sacred  books  themselves,  and  thereby  to  the  Church  and  her  indi- 
vidual members;  and  his  resolute  will  and  immense  perseverance 
were  employed  to  carry  it  through,  and  to  earn  for  him,  as  Bishop 
Lightfoot  says,  "  the  universal  gratitude  of  after  ages." 

Augustine  had  "  burdens  "  enough  on  him  to  make  all  con- 
troversy that  was  not  unavoidable  an  utter  weariness.  Beside  the 
apparently  endl&ss  debate  about  Caecilian  and  Majorinus,  Primian 
and  Maximian,  "  communicating  with  successots  of  Traditors  "  and 
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"  ignoring  the  judgment  of  Councils  and  of  the  whole  Church,"  hu 
had  been  within  the  last  few  years  reminded  of  IiL^  old  Manicheau 
days  by  the  necessity  of  discussing  Manichean  doctiines  with  Felix, 
one  of  the  leaders  of  the  sect  which  had  formerly  found  iU  ablest 
representative  in  Faustus.  The  discussion — the  second  of  its  kind 
which  Augustine  had  held,  for  he  had  met  and  confuted  Fortunatus 
in  393 — took  place  in  the  cathedral  of  Hippo  on  Wednesday, 
December  7,  404,  after  some  preliminary  challenge  on  the  part  of 
FelLx  to  the  effect  that  he  would  uphold  all  that  was  found  in  the 
writings  of  Manes.  The  people  stood,  in  perfect  stillness,  below 
the  chancel :  the  Manichean  "  Epistle  of  the  Foundation  "  was 
produced,  and  owned  by  Felix;  and  he  made  a  strikingly  plain 
adjiiission  that  the  attraction  of  Manicheism  lay  mainly  in  its  offer 
of  physical  knowledge  as  to  "beginning,  middle,  and  end,  the 
structure  of  the  world,  the  causes  of  day  and  night." — information 
not  given  in  the  Apostolic  writings,  and  convincing  him  that  Manes 
was  the  Paraclete.  Another  curious  point  was  the  notion  that 
possessed  the  mind  of  Felix,  as  to  there  being  necessarily  implied 
in  Christian  doctrine  the  existence  of  an  evil  essence,  independent 
of  and  hostile  to  God ;  a  notion  which  gives  point  to  Augustine's 
frequent  assertion  that  evil  has  no  "  substantive  "  existence,  is  in 
fact  a  negation — an  attractive  theory,  but  one  which  offers  no 
real  solution  of  this  terrible  crwx.  Augustine  replied  that  men 
were  God's  creatures,  whom  Christ  came  to  deliver  from  their  sins. 
Felix  asked  to  have  the  debate  adjourned  until  Monday,  December 
12,  and  agreed  to  be  accounted  "  vanquished,"  if  he  fled  before  that 
time.  He  duly  appeared  on  the  day^  and  Augustine  demonstrated 
the  strict  connexion  between  the  notion  of  moral  responsibility 
and  the  Christian  doctrines  of  Creation  and  Freewill.  He  quoted 
a  passage  in  which  Manes  himself  had  spoken  of  a  "  refusal  to  keep 
God's  law : "  this  involved  freewill,  as  opposed  to  the  figment  of 
compulsion  by  "  the  race  of  darkness."  He  insisted  on  the  vast 
difference  between  what  was  of  God's  essence,  and  what  was 
literally  of  His  creation  ;  between  "  belonging  to  God,"  us  the  soul 
did,  and  being  "  part  of  Him,"  as  it  was  regarded  according  to 
Manicheism,  which,  like  other  forms  of  Pantheism,  immersed  part 
of  its  Deity  in  moral  defilement.  At  last,  after  l>eing  warned  that 
no  one  thought  of  "  forcing  him  to  become  a  Christian  "  (in  the 
Church's  sense  of  the  word),  Felix  gave  in,  asking  Augustine  to 
write  a  foi-m  of  anathema  against  "the  spirit  which  spoke  by 
Manes."     It  was  written,  and  he  wrote  a  yet  fuller  form  :  and  both 
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"  signed  tho  minubea."  Out  of  this  debate,  it  seems,  grew  another 
anti-Manichean  treatise,  "  On  the  Natnre  of  Good,"  in  which 
Augustine  maintained  the  unique  essential  goodness  of  the  Creator, 
the  impassable  distinction  between  it  and  all  created  goodness,  the 
true  causation  of  sin  as  an  outcome  of  created  beings*  abuse  of  their 
free  agency  ;  and,  after  exposing  some  of  the  abominations  which 
lay  embedded  in  the  Manichean  theory  of  the  universe,  he  con- 
cluded by  a  prayer  for  the  deluded  heretics,  which  resembles  our 
third  Collect  for  Good  Friday.  Then  followed  a  controversy' 
between  him  and  Secundiuua,  a  Manichean  "  auditor/'  who  had  read 
some  of  Augustine's  writings  against  his  sectj  admired  his  eloquence, 
but  accused  him,  in  an  extant  letter,  of  having  abandoned 
Manicheism  (ao  far  as  he  had  ever  known  it)  from  selfish  motives, 
and  exhorted  him  to  return  to  a  "  spiritual "  and  un-Judaical 
belief.  To  this  letter  Augustine  replied  in  405,  by  a  short  treatise 
"  Against  Socundinus/'  of  which  he  says  that  he  thinks  it  much 
the  best  of  all  his  attacks  upon  "  that  plague." 

The  African  Chiirch  had  indeed  a  variety  of  troubles  in  the 
years  next  following  that  of  the  "  Reuniting  Edict."  Some  of 
these  are  apparent  in  the  acts  of  the  "eleventh"  Council  of 
Carthage,  held  on  the  13th  of  June,  407.  It  was  then  resolved  to 
ask  the  Emperor  to  appoint  "  defenders  "  or  professional  advocates 
for  the  various  Churches  (analogous  to  the  existing  "defenders" 
of  the  towns)  who  should  be  empowered  to  support  Church 
interests,  e.g.  by  resisting  those  who  were  adverse  to  the  Church, 
and  should  for  any  needful  purpose  have  access  to  "  the  cabinets 
of  the  judges.'*  A  regulation  was  made  as  to  the  position  ofex- 
Bonadst  bishops ;  if  they  had  brought  over  their  flocks  before  the 
edict,  they  were  still  to  govern  them ;  if  afterwards,  the  general 
rule  must  apply  to  them — the  Catholic  bishop  must  rule  all  the 
people  and  administer  all  the  Church  property.  Two  other 
decrees  of  this  synod  are  observable.  One  of  them  renewed  a 
canon  of  the  Council  of  Hippo,  giving  it  a  fuller  wording,  to  the 
efTect  that  the  "  prayers,  or  prefaces  "  (i.e.  introductory  exhortations 
to  prayer  on  the  special  subject  of  the  day's  service,  known  in  the 
Spanish  rite  as  misste  or  orationcs  missm)  "  or  commendations " 
(prayers  for  the  departed)  "  or  forms  of  imposition  of  hands,"  which 
had  been  approved  in  Council,  should  be  used  by  all.  and  that 
"  none  contrary  io  the  faith  should  be  used,  but  such  only  as  had 
been  collected  by  prudent  men."  The  other  decree  implicitly 
referred  to  the  case  of  Chrysostom,  whose  cause  had  been  espoused 
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by  archbishop  Aureliua — "  as  to  the  dissension  between  the  Roman 
und  Alexandrian  Churches,  let  the  holy  pope  Innocent  be  written 
to,  in  the  interest  of  Christian  peace." 

This  resolution  was  passed  three  months  before  the  death  of 
Uhrysoatom.  Two  months  after  it,  on  November  15,  407,  Honorius 
made  a  law  enacting  that  nil  imperial  favours  to  the  Church 
sliould  be  notified  to  the  magistrates  by  means  of  lay  ''  Advocates  " 
chosen  by  the  clergy  ;  but  the  "  priests  of  the  provinces,"  i.e.  the 
biahaps,  were  to  see  that  this  new  privilege  did  not  turn  to  the 
Church's  disadvantage.  A  few  days  later,  November  24,  407,  he 
enacted  that  temples  (the  destruction  of  which  he  had  already  pro- 
hibited) should  be  deprived  of  their  property,  that  images  wherever 
remaining  should  be  torn  from  their  places,  altars  destroyed, 
banquets  in  honour  of  idols  forbidden  :  the;  bishops  were  to  carry 
out  this  law  by  the  help  of  a  police  force  at  their  disposal  called 
the  "Church  band."  The  decree  (afterwards  reissued  in  shorter 
form,  November  15, 408)  was  published  atCitrthage  on  June  5,  408, 
just  after  a  fresh  demonstration  of  pagan  audacity.  "  An  insolent 
ti-oop  of  dancers,"  as  Augustine  expresses  it,  passed  before  the  gate 
of  the  church  of  Calama  in  Numidia,  during  the  pagan  festival  of  the 
Kalend8  of  June.  Some  clerics  tried  to  stop  the  scandal :  the  pagans 
replied  by  hurling  stones  at  the  church ;  and  after  eight  days,  when 
the  bishop  had  notified  the  recent  enactment  (which,  Augustine 
says,  was  "  very  well  known  "),  the  clergy  demanded  to  be  heard 
before  the  local  magistrates,  and  to  have  their  representations  put 
on  record.  This  was  refused :  a  new  attack  was  made,  the  church- 
houses  were  fired,  a  monk  was  killed,  and  the  bishop  only  just 
saved  himself  by  resorting  to  a  hiding-place  where  he  could  hear 
fierce  voices  exclaiming,  "'  All's  done  to  no  purpose,  since  lie.  is  not 
to  be  found."  This  went  on  from  4  p.m.  till  late  at  night;  no 
|>erson  in  authority  dared  to  interfere :  the  fact  was  that  the  whole 
city  sympathized  with  the  rioters.  But  when  Augustine  came  to 
console  or  soothe  the  Christians,  the  pagans  were  scared  and 
humble.  They  asked  to  see  the  powerful  prelate  of  Hippo,  and 
he  took  occasion  from  their  present  anxiety  as  to  the  results  of 
the  outbreak  to  discourse  on  their  religious  danger.  They  listened, 
they  made  an  apology,  they  procured  the  intercession  of  one  of 
their  best  citizens,  an  elderly  pagan  gentleman  named  Nectarius, 
who  wrote  to  beg  that  the  outrage,  grave  as  it  undoubtedly  was. 
might  not  be  avenged  by  any  forfeiture  of  life.  In  this  letter  he 
used  Theistic  language,  and  even  reminded   Augustine  that  a 
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(.'luisLian  bishop  was  by  his  own  profession  interested  in  aanng 
life  and  accustomed  to  beseech  "  God  "  for  the  pardon  of  offender. 
Augustine  replie<l  as  to  an  "honoured  brother,"  commending  his 
correspondent's  patriotism,  putting  in  a  few  words  about  the 
heavenly  country,  suggesting  that  social  virtues  were  best  exhibited 
in  the  Christian  society,  and  disclaiming  any  wish  for  a  severer 
penalty  than  such  a  fine  as  would  leave  tho  criminals  a  livelihood, 
while  withdrawing  what  they  had  misused.  Nectarius,  somewhat 
later,  presunieti  un  the  courteous  and  humane  tone  of  this  reply 
by  first  hinting,  in  Symmachus's  fashion,  that  various  ways  "  led 
alike  to  the  heavenly  city,"  and  then  requesting  that  not  even  any 
loss  of  property  might  be  inflicted  on  his  clients.  This,  of  course, 
was  too  much  :  Augustine  answered,  in  efifect,  "  You  must  have 
forgotten  what  J  wrote :  there  is  no  question  of  vindictive  treat- 
ment, nor  of  such  exactions  as  would  involve  beggary  ;  but  the 
Church  mast  require  some  penalty  to  be  imposed,  and  the  lightest 
that  is  possible  is  the  forfeiture  of  superfluous  wealth," 

Before  the  outrage  at  Calama  was  a  fortnight  old.  a  Council  of 
Carthage  had  deputed  a  bmhop  to  address  Houorius  on  the  subject 
of  pagan  and  Donatist  outbreaks.  The  delegate,  however,  found 
on  his  arrival  that  a  great  change  had  taken  place  in  the  govern- 
ment. Stilicho's  policy  had  been  ambiguous,  though  if  he  carried 
on  any  "  diplomatic  dallyings  "  with  Alaric,  it  was,  Pi*ofes8or  Bury 
considers,  with  a  view  to  the  recovery  of  Eastern  Illyricum  for  the 
Western  empire.  But  he  had  been  underniined  in  Honorius'a 
regard  and  confidence  by  a  crafty  intriguer  of  whom  Augustine 
thought  much  too  well,  Olympius,  now  the  chief  officer  of  the 
palace.  Both  Christians  and  pagans,  on  diiferent  grounds,  disliked 
the  great  commander ;  and  Honorius  was  led  to  suspect  him  of  a 
scheme  for  placing  his  sou  Eucherius  on  the  throne  of  the  East,  an 
which  Arcadius  had  just  been  succeeded  by  the  boy  Theodosius  II. 
(May  1,  408).  Much  of  Roman  feeling  was  hostile  to  Stilicho  aa 
a  barbarian ;  a  mutiny  revealed  discontent  under  the  strict  dis- 
cipline which  his  strong  hand  had  established.  A  Goth  named 
Sams  nearly  got  possession  of  his  person  at  Bologna ;  he  repaired 
U*  liavenna,  heard  that  he  was  to  be  arrested,  took  sanctuary  in  a 
church,  was  induced  by  perjury  to  leave  it^  and  then,  by  his  un- 
i^rateful  master's  command,  was  put  to  death,  August  23,  408. 
This  tragedy  ena>uraged  the  foes  of  the  Church  to  hope  for  better 
terms  from  Honorins's  new  adviser:  "The  Emperor,"  they  said, 
"  was  not  really  of  Stilicho's  mind  ;  in  regard  to  those  penal  laws 
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to  which  he  consented  he  was  made  a  tool  of — now  he  will  be  him- 
self." Donatist  outrages  wei-e  renewed:  another  Council  madt^ 
freah  appeals  t<i  Honorius,  and  Olympius  deemed  it  expedient  tn 
secnre  the  Church's  good  htH  by  a  series  of  laws  renewing  all 
fonner  severitieSj  insomuch  that  Augustine  even  remonstrated 
against  a  policy  which  seemed  to  him  extreme:  "We  wish  \a\ 
have  our  enemies  con-ected,  not  to  have  them  slain  "—observe 
that  the  hostility  here  referred  to  ia  not  mere  sectarian  opposition 
to  the  Church,  but  downright  attacks  on  its  buildings  and  its 
clergy — "  when  you  wit  to  try  cases  of  injury  done  to  the  Church, 
oases  in  which  she  has  actually  been  a  sufiferer.  pray  foi-get  that 
you  have  power  to  inflict  death,  but  do  not  forget  tlds  my  petition." 
Yet,  as  we  have  seen,  he  rejected,  as  an  opposite  extreme,  the 
principle  that  physical  or  legal  force  was  not  to  be  used  in  behalf 
of  true  religion,  the  principle  of  absolute  toleration,  which  he 
himself  had  once  held;  he  had  persuaded  himself  that  a  certain 
amount  of  coercive  and  penal  action  was  a  legitimate,  and  often 
n  salutary,  method  of  leading  men  out  of  religious  errors — in  short, 
he  had  made  out  a  theory  of  Persecution,  differing  only  in  degree 
from  those  which  were  so  relentlessly  carried  out  in  after  years, 
by  princes  who  had  learned  that  in  the  cause  of  the  Church  or  of 
orthodoxy  they  were  bound  to  exert  the  whole  sti-etch  of  theii* 
secular  power  even  in  its  most  terror-striking  forms. 

Another  letter,  [written  by  Augustine  early  in  409,  was  an 
appeal  to  the  Donatists,  upbraiding  them  with  some  recent  Cir- 
cumcellionist  outrages,  and  reminding  them  again  that,  as  the 
bestowal  of  grace  through  sacraments  was  a  tlivine  act,  it  could  not 
be  vitiated  by  the  personal  faults  or  sins  of  the  human  instrument 
in  the  administnition.  He  also  wrote  very  kindly  and  courteously 
to  Macrobius,  who  Imd  succeeded  Proculeianus  at  Hippo,  request- 
ing him  not  to  reltaptize  a  suhdeacon  called  Rusticianus,  who  hod 
joined  the  sect  after  being  excommunicated  for  immorality  by  one 
of  Augu8tine*s  presbyters.  "Let  us  acknowledge,  brother,  the 
peace  of  Christ,  and  hold  it  conjointly,  and  together  study  to  be 
good,  as  far  as  God  enables  us,  together  amend  those  who  are  bad, 
without  breaking  unity,  and  with  such  discipline  as  we  can  exert; 
and  for  the  rest,  endure  them  with  what  patience  we  can  muster, 
for  unity's  own  sake."  We  know  not  what  came  of  this  touching 
appeal. 

But  there  was  now  approaching,  and  well-nigh  at  the  doors. 
an  event  which,  to  all  subjects  of  the  empire,  must  have  been 
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appalling  beyond  every  other  catastrophe  that  ite  wonderful  history 
had  recorded.  Stilicho's  death  had  incensed  and  alarmed  the 
barbaric  auxiliaries  who  had  been  attached  to  his  service.  They 
looked  hopefully  to  Alaric,  who,  after  some  vain  attempts  to  come 
to  an  understanding  with  Honorius,  invaded  Italy,  replying  to  a 
hermit's  remonatrances  with  the  assertion  that  *'  something  within 
was  irresistibly  urging  him  to  go  onwards  and  devastate  Eome." 
The  Eternal  City  thus  saw  herself  blockaded  in  September,  408. 
Famine  set  in ;  Lseta,  the  widow  of  Gratian,  spent  large  sums  for 
the  relief  of  the  sufferers,  but  pestilence  grew  out  of  scarcity ; 
envoys  went  forth  to  Alaric,  tried  him  first  with  proposals  which 
he  laughed  at,  asked  him  what  the  haid  terms  which  he  himself 
exacted  woidd  leave  them,  and  received  the  grim  answer.  "  Your 
lives  J "  Then,  in  an  unparalleled  terror  and  despair,  the  pagan 
party,  Btill  existing  and  still  strong  ^in  the  senate,  proclaimed  that 
now  at  last  was  the  time  to  resort  to  the  ancient  and  long  neg- 
lected gods.  It  would  be  remembered  that,  only  seventeen  years 
before,  the  rites  even  of  Isis  and  Cyhele  hud  been  performed  under 
Eugenius;  and  by  way  of  appeasing  a  dangerous  agitation,  the 
Ohrialian  prefect  of  the  city  proposed  that  Etruscan  diviners 
should  be  allowed  to  go  through  certain  mystic  ceremonies  which, 
they  promised,  would  have  power  to  <lireet  lightnings  against  the 
foe.  The  wild  hope  was  caught  at ;  it  is  even  said  that  Innocent 
himself,  when  applied  to,  gavu  a  sort  of  permisaiou  for  the  i^crti 
employment  of  these  "enchanters/'  But  this  limitation  was 
scouted  by  the  pagans ;  yet  they  found  themselves  unable,  in 
presence  of  Christian  opinion,  to  exhibit  the  weird  ceremunies  in 
public.  Accordingly  fresh  negotiations  were  opened,  in  a  humbler 
tone  than  at  first ;  and  the  siege  was  raised  for  a  large  ransom  of 
gold,  silver,  scarlet  cloth,  and  pepper  (perhaps  apices).  Rut  when 
Jovius,  Honorius's  new  minister,  who  had  superseded  01yni])ius, 
had  begun  to  parley  with  Alaric  at  Ariminum,  he  found  his  master 
tinexpectedly  atifl*;  nothing  would  induce  the  pompous  "  incapable  " 
to  give  Alaric  the  military  command  which  had  been  held  by 
Stilicho.  Yet  another  and  more  moderate  proposal  was  mode  by 
Alaric.  But  Jovius  had  now  turned  right  round,  and  had  induced 
Honorius  to  swear  that  he  would  never  make  peace  with  Alana 
Negotiations  were  broken  off;  and  thus  began  a  second  siege  of 
Itome  in  409.  llie  city  was  starved  iutu  surrender,  renounced 
allegiance  to  Honorius,  and  accepted  as  Alaric's  nominee  a  new 
Emperor,  Ionian  by  birth,  a  convert  from  pa^nisni  to  Arianism. 
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This  was  Attalus,  whom  Hodgkin  labels  "  the  Esthetic/'  and  wht> 
replied  to  overtures  from  the  ever-shifting  imperial  court  by  a 
threat  to  banish  Honorius  to  an  island ;  to  which  Jovius,  who  had 
gone  over  to  his  aide,  added  a  brutal  threat  of  mutilation.  But  the 
"  anti-Emperor's  "  elevation  turned  his  head :  he  talked  big  of  what 
he  would  do  against  Constantinople  ■  he  neglected  Alaric's  counsel 
to  send  a  sufficient  force  to  Africa^  and  was  compelled  by  him  to 
surrender  the  purple  of  sovereignty,  and  lived  to  be  humbled,  muti- 
lated, and  banished  by  the  Emperor  whom  he  had  professed  to 
.supersede.  Yet  another  chance  was  now  given  to  Honorius  ;  but 
when,  under  the  influence  of  Sarus,  he  again  proved  impracticable, 
or  even  defiant,  Alaric  struck  hia  final  blow.  The  Chriatian  his- 
torian Oroaius  puts  the  result  into  three  emphatic  verbs — *'  obsidet, 
turbat,  imimpit." 

The  Eternal  City  was  taken  on  August  24,  410,  the  Goths 
entering  through  the  Salarian  gate,  on  the  east  side  of  the  Pincian 
hill.  Then  followed  a  sack  of  three  days ;  but  the  mighty  Visigoth 
*'  All-ruler  "  was  no  savage  like  Radagaisus  before  him,  or  Attila 
after  him :  he  has  been  likened  to  a  kuight-emmt,  even  to  a 
Plantagenet;  he  ordered  that  life  ehould,  as  far  as  possible,  be 
spared,  and  that  the  two  great  basilicas  of  St.  Peter  and  St.  Paul 
should  be  inviolable  as  places  of  refuge.  The  latter  building  had 
been  expanded,  under  Valentinian  II.,  ^m  its  origimd  small 
dimensions  into  a  majestic  church,  reproduced  in  our  time  by  its 
uoble  modem  successor.  Thus,  on  the  Vatican  across  the  Tiber, 
and  on  the  Ostian  road  to  the  south,  the  graves  of  the  two  Apostles 
were  to  be  respected  as  sanctuaries :  if  one  asks  why  the  cathedral 
church  itself,  "  in  the  Lateran,*'  was  parsed  over^  tlie  answer  must 
be  that  it  did  not  contain  the  tomb  of  a  high  saint.  One  scene  is 
pathetically  striking;  Marcella,  Jerome's  friend,  now  an  elderly 
lady,  and  long  the  centre  of  a  pious  female  circle,  had  to  see  her 
palace  on  the  Aventine  invaded  and  was  brutally  beateu  by  Goths 
in  quest  of  plunder,  who  at  last  relented  and  escorted  her,  with 
lier  adopted  daughter  Principia  (another  of  Jerome's  lady-corre- 
spondents), to  St.  Paul's  basilica.  The  precincts  provided  Marcella 
with  a  death-bed  :  "  after  some  days,"  says  Jerome,  "  she  sank  to 
rest  in  the  arms  of  Principia."  A  soldier  demanding  money  from 
a  religious  woman  in  an  ecclesiastical  house  at  a  distance  from  St. 
Peter's  was  led  by  her  to  a  rich  store  of  plate,  which,  she  told  him, 
*'  belonged  to  the  Apostle  Peter ;  she  could  not  guard  it ;  but  if  he 
t<mchcd  it,  he  must  take  the  consequences."     He  referred  the  point 
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to  Alaric,  by  whose  order  the  vessels  were  "  borne,  high  overhead/* 
in  the  midst  of  a  vast  train,  and  with  hymns  in  which  C^ths  and 
Komans  joined,  across  the  whole  city  to  St.  Peter's ;  whither, 
Orosius  tells  ua,  multicndes  nished  to  see  "  the  vessels  of  Peter 
and  of  Christ.'*  That  there  was,  withal,  a  fearful  amount  of  rapine 
and  oven  uf  sluu^^hter,  must  be  taken  as  certain  ;  but  Augustine,  in 
the  opening  of  his  ''  City  of  Cod,"  insists  that  there  would  have 
been  far  more  but  for  the  respect  shown  to  Christian  sanctuaries, 
within  whos^e  precincts,  dui'ing  those  terrible  three  days,  many  a 
pagan  found  shelter  who  afterwards  **  imputed  to  Christ "  the 
abasement  and  agony  of  Rome. 

That  abasement,  that  agony,  were  indeed  regarded  by  many 
Christians  with  other  feelings  beside  those  of  sympathy  and  grief. 
The  fall  of  Home  from  her  immemorial  pre-eminence,  her  exposure 
to  barbaric  insolence  and  N'iolence,  the  irretrievable  damage  to 
much  of  her  outward  majesty,  and  to  still  more  of  her  power  to 
impress  and  fascinate, — these  things  constituted  a  whole  so 
stupendous  as  to  absorb,  at  first,  every  other  aenaation  in  awe  at 
what  Orosius  calls  "  the  ineffable  judgments  of  God."  It  was  a 
calamity  unic[ue,  a  crash  imparalleled :  the  city  which  had  been 
mistress  of  the  world  was  to  be  taken  twice  again  in  this  tifth 
century  and  once  in  the  sixth ;  but  none  of  these  captures  could 
match  in  dread  significance  the  catastrophe  of  410.  If  history 
could  forget,  in  connexion  with  Rome,  the  names  of  Gaiseric, 
Kicimer,  and  Totiia,  slieinust  needs  remember  Alaric. 

It  is  touching  to  see  how  a  pagan  Gallic  poet,  who  had  held 
liigh  office  at  Rome,  insists  on  minimising  her  fall.  It  cannot  be, 
exclaims  Rutilius,  that  a  city  predestined  to  an  eternal  dominion 
can  have  real  cause  to  *'  fear  the  distaff  of  fate  ;  "  it  is  traditional 
with  her  amid  adversities  to  hope  for  better  fortune ;  slie  must, 
and  she  will,  ere  long  ass\une  new  force  to  counten*ail  a  temporary 
overthrow,  and  force  the  Goths  to  "  bow  their  faithless  necks." 
But  Christian  minds  could  not  fail  to  dwell  on  the  fact  that  she 
had  long  been  the  stronghold  of  a  residuary  paganism,  that  in  the 
|)eriodical  persecutions  the  Babylon  of  the  Seven  Hills  had  often 
been  drunk  with  the  blood  of  the  saints ;  and  now  she  who  had 
"  sat  as  a  qneen,"  enriched  with  "  merchandise  of  gold  and  silver, 
and  precious  stones  and  pearls,  and  purple  and  fine  linen,  and 
horses  and  cliariots  and  slaves,  and  lives  of  men,"  had  learned  what 
it  was  to  be  made  desolate.  And  so  the  first  shock  of  amazement 
might  be  succoeded  by  a  stem  exultation  that  the  Apocalyptic 
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vision  had  been  veritied  in  hor  fall ;  yet  Christian  hearts  would 
not  long  remain  untouched  by  pity  for  the  universal  suffering 
which  had  resulted,  and  which  called  forth  active  sympathy  alike 
from  the  austere  recluse  of  Betblehem  and  the  gontiroas  prelate  of 
Hippo.  Augustine  tells  us  that  his  friend  Paulinus,  the  devotee 
of  St.  Felix  and  the  adoruer  and  builder  of  churches,  who  had 
recently  become  biahop  of  Nola,  prayed  when  the  Guths  took  his 
city  that  he  "  might  not  be  tortured  on  account  of  silver  and  gold." 
The  fate  of  high-boni  Christian  ladies^  from  Galla  Placidia  the 
Emperor's  sister  (who  had  fallen  into  Gothic  hands,  and  who  was 
afterwards  to  espouse  Alaric's  successor  Ataulph)  downwards, 
would  be  sui'e  to  attmct  compassionate  interest ;  Hufiinus  was 
driven  to  end  his  days  in  Sicily  \  the  mass  of  misery  and  im- 
poverishment would  task  Augustine's  power  of  showing  how  good 
might  emerge  from  out  of  evil,  and  of  meeting  the  pagan  inference 
from  the  miseries  of  an  empire  that  had  forsaken  its  traditional  or 
ancestral  rites.  And  when  thoughtful  men  looked  into  the  futui-e, 
they  could  see  little  but  cloud  and  storm.  What  were  thoHo 
things  that  were  now  coming  on  the  earth  ?  It  was,  in  the 
prophet's  language,  ''  reeling  to  and  fro,  broken  down  and  clean 
dissolved."  How  much  could  be  saved  from  the  comiuu  wreck  \ 
What  would  be  the  effect  of  such  a  shock  on  the  already  unstable 
structure  of  lioman  civilisation  and  Eoman  social  life  ?  How 
would  the  Church  hold  her  own  before  these  wild  and  heretical 
invaders,  who  might  well  seem  to  bo  destroyers  unable  to  recon- 
struct ?  In  short,  Christians  would  feel  that  it  was  a  veritable 
"  Day  of  the  Lord." — that  in  a  signal  crisis  old  things  wore  passing 
away.  But  then,  if  it  was  Sis  day  in  truth,  they  might  be  assured 
by  their  faith  in  "  a  Kingdom  which  could  not  be  removed,"  that 
in  any  new  order  of  European  life  which  this  epoch-making  triumph 
might  inaugurate,  that ''  City  of  God  "  would  prove  itself  to  "  have 
the  foundations/'  which,  as  Augustine  expresses  it,  "  had  brought 
all  classes  of  human  minds  into  subjection  to  itself/'  and  bore  in 
its  bosom  the  principle  of  man's  beatitude  in  the  merciful  activities 
of  the  srace  of  "  God-made-Man." 


CHAPTER   XXXn. 


THE   DECLINE  OF  D0NATI8M, 


What,  we  may  ask,  was  the  general  prospect  of  Christendom,  as 
seen  from  the  landmark  afforded  by  the  taking  of  Rome  ? 

If  we  look  at  the  £aat,  we  see  that  the  feeble  and  indolent 
Arcadius  had  been  succeeded  by  Theodosius  II.,  a  boy  who  had 
now  entered  his  tenth  year,  and  had  sat  on  the  Eastern  throne 
since  the  1st  of  May,  408.  He  had  been  placed  under  the  care  of 
the  pnetorian  prefect  Anthemius,  whom  Socrates  calls  the  most 
sagacious  of  men,  and  to  whom  Chrysostom  had  written  in  405 
that,  instead  of  being  adorned  by  his  high  dignities,  he  adorned 
them  by  his  character. 

And  the  Church  of  Constantinople — what  was  now  its  state  ? 
Three  years  Iiad  all  but  expired  since  the  death  of  ita  rightful 
bishop,  at  that  wayside  church  in  Pontus,  had  left  the  "  Joannites  '* 
without  even  an  absent  head.  They  persevered,  however,  in  dis- 
owning the  smooth-tongued  and  (except  towards  themselves)  not 
tinkindly  intnider  who  sat  in  Chrysostom's  place  but  by  no 
means  inherited  his  power  of  speaking  to  souls.  Atticus  delivered 
his  commonplace  sennons  in  St.  Sophia,  and  doubtless  saw  the 
court-circles,  and  many  of  the  most  influential  citizens,  attending 
his  ministry  and  supporting  his  authority.  But  the  *'  Joannites," 
although  their  circumstances  might  diminish  their  numbers, 
worshipped  in  the  open  air,  as  they  had  ever  done  since  Chryso- 
stom's  exile.  The  Novatians  were  troubled  by  the  dissension 
between  their  main  body  and  a  little  set  of  fanatics  who,  under 
the  guidance  of  a  converted  Jew  named  Sabbatius,  revived  Quarto- 
decimanism.  The  aged  Arian  bishop  Dorotheus  hati  been  suc- 
ceeded, in  the  year  of  Chrysostom's  death,  by  Barba,  under  whom, 
us  Socrates  remarks  with  astonishment,  that  heresy  was  supported 
by  Oeorge,  a  first-rate  scholar,  and  Timothy,  a  learned  Origenist  auri 
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Hebraist,  by  whose  influence  the  Arianism  of  Constantinople  was 
gradnallj  softened  and  improved.  There  was  also  living  at  Con- 
stantinople a  bishop  named  Theodosius,  who,  according  to  Socrates, 
had  been  swayed  by  a  coarse  greed  of  gain  in  his  attacks  on  the 
Macedonian  sect  in  his  diocese  of  Synnada :  he  had  put  arms  into 
the  hands  of  his  own  clergy,  and  denounced  the  heretics  in  the  civil 
courts,  in  order,  it  is  said,  to  extort  money  from  them ;  and  then,  by 
a  strange  turn  of  fortune,  while  absent  at  Constantinople  in  order 
to  ask  for  yet  stronger  measures  against  tlieir  bisliop  Agapetus,  had 
been  supplanted  iu  his  own  Church  by  Agapetus,  who  dexterously 
obose  that  time  for  professing  the  Nicene  faith  and  succeeded  in 
keeping  Theodosius  out  of  the  bishopric  on  his  return.  Theodosius, 
retiiriiing  to  Constantinople,  and  entreating  the  aid  of  Atticus,  found 
cold  comfort  at  his  hands.  The  archbishop,  seeing  the  advantage 
which  the  Church  had  gained  by  the  adhesion  of  Agapetus,  gravely 
advised  Theodosius  "  to  embrace  a  quiet  life  and  to  prefer  the 
public  interest  to  his  own." 

At  Alexandria,  Theophilus  was  drawing  near  his  end.  In  410 
he  had  held  the  chair  of  St.  Mark  for  a  quarter  of  a  century.  The 
bitterness  iuid  vehemence  which  he  had  shown  in  the  Origenist 
controversy  and  the  attack  on  Chrysoatom  had  probably  worn 
themselves  out.  Several  years  had  passed  since,  in  his  pamphlet  or 
book  against  Clirysostom,  written  after  his  return  from  the  Council 
of  the  Oak,  he  had  described  *'  John,"  late  bishop  of  Constantinople, 
as  ambitious,  tyi*annous,  a  "foe  of  humanity"  (i.^.  a  man  of 
inhuman  spirit),  a  blasphemer  against  Christ;  not  only  not  a 
Christian,  but  more  wicked  than  Belshazzar,  although,  like  Satan, 
transformed  into  an  angel  of  light  After  Chrysoatom's  death  he 
wrote  to  Atticus,  urging  a  mild  policy  towards  the  Joannites, 
which  should  promote  their  reconciliation.  And  it  was,  perhaps,  in 
the  early  pait  of  410  that  he  conferred  the  episcopal  dignity  on  a 
remarkable  man  who  had  known  Chrysostom  during  a  three  years' 
residence  at  Constantinople,  and  was,  moreover,  to  say  the  least, 
but  little  qualified  in  the  eyes  of  strict  Churchmen,  by  some  of  hia 
jintecedents,  for  the  work  of  a  chief  pastor.  Synesius,  the  high-bom 
Cyrenian  who  had  been  a  deputy  to  the  court  of  Arcadius; 
Synesius,  the  intellectual  "son"  of  the  female  Neo-Platonist 
Hypatia ;  Synesius,  the  lover  of  philosophic  repose ;  Synesius, 
the  ardent  sportsman,  and  (according  to  Evagrius)  the  unbap- 
tized  catechumen,  the  husband  and  father  who  was  bent  on  family 
life; — what  amazement  must  have  seized  the   clerical    miud   of 
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Egypt  when  it  appeared  that  )u  was  demanded^  by  the  people*  of 
Ptolemais,  for  their  metropolitan  see  \  He  was  known  to  be  a 
man  of  powerful  character.  During  his  residence  at  Constanti- 
nople lie  had  warned  Arcadius  that  tyranny  was  the  near  neigh- 
bour of  kingaliip,  but  that  a  thoughtful  prince  would  keep  them 
apart ;  that  the  theatrical  display  and  elaborate  oliservauces  of  the 
imperial  court  had  been  found  injurious  to  the  empire  ;  and  that 
a  prince  who  shut  himself  up  in  Ids  palace  with  a  troop  of  smooth- 
tongued flatterers  might  be  said  to  live  the  life  of  a  sen-plant. 
After  his  return  to  Gyrene  he  had  personally  taken  part  in 
defending  the  city  against  Lib^'au  brigands,  and  "  wearied  himself 
in  stationing  night-sentries."  He  had  worked  his  way  out  of 
Neo-Platoniam  into  a  more  or  less  Platonic  Chiistianity,  which, 
however,  as  expressed  in  hia  hymns,  i*ecogni3ea  not  only  the  Unity 
in  Trinity,  but  also  the  Di\inity  of  the  Virgin-lwrn  Jesus.  Such 
were  his  antecedents  when  the  episcopate  wfia  proposed  for  him. 
To  do  him  justice,  he  himself  was  astounded,  and  wrote  to  his 
brother  as  to  the  difiiculty  in  which  he  was  placed.  **  1  am.  you 
know,  very  fond  of  amusement,  whenever  I  relax  my  attention  to 
lx)oks.  A  bishop  must  lead  a  very  serious  life,  must  be  immersed 
in  ecclesiastical  business,  must  be  apt  as  a  teacher  of  religion,  and 
have  his  heart  set  on  the  things  of  God,  Now,  I  have  a  wife  from 
whom  I  \vill  not  live  separate ;  .  .  .  and  I  hold  opinions,  derived 
from  philosophy,  not  easy  to  reconcile  with  some  prevalent  religious 
notions :  for  instance,  I  shall  never  l)elieve  the  soul  to  be  originated 
later  than  the  body,  nor  admit  that  the  world  is  destined  to  perish  ; 
and  the  received  doctrine  as  to  resurrection  I  take  in  a  mystical 
sense,  not  in  the  popular  one.  I  am  willing  to  keep  my  opinions 
to  myself,  for  the  common  people  cannot  have  the  full  truth 
presented  to  them,  any  more  than  weak  eyes  can  bear  the  simlight" 
(ol)serve  here  the  extent  to  which  his  habits  as  a  Flatonist  student 
had  led  him  to  carry  the  principle  of  "economy"):  "falsehood" 
(or  perhaps  we  should  render  it  "fiction")  "is  necessary  for 
them  :  and  in  public  teaching  I  could  conform  to  necessity,  I  could 
repeat  the  current  stories ;  but  I  never  will  deny  or  disclaim  my 
real  sentiments;  and  Father  Theophilus  must  know  them,  and 
liecide.  Then  as  to  hunting, — well,  it  vAll  be  hard  to  see  my 
tlarling  dogs  unemployed,  and  my  bows  worm-eaten  ;  but  I  vdll 
bear  this  sacrifice  bravely,  if  God  requires  it/'  This  was  the 
singular  confession  of  his  mind,  at  so  imlooked-for  a  crisis,  which 
the  philosopher  of  Ptolemais  made  to  his  closest  confidant.     It  is 
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not  altogether  surprising  that  Lis  objections  were  overruled.  "  His 
great  abilities  would  be  so  useful  to  the  Church,  his  enlistiueut 
in  her  service  would  be  a  brilliant  stroke  ;  as  for  his  conjugal 
habits,  they  xnij^ht  be  condoned ; "  as  for  bis  esoteric  opinions, 
Theojihilus,  the  persecutor  of  the  Tall  Brothers  on  suspicion  of 
Origeuiam,  was  content  to  interpret  them  indulgently,  and  to  hope 
that,  once  a  bishop,  he  would  glide  into  full  orthodoxy  aUke  of 
teaching  and  of  belief.  But  to  allow  a  man,  as  bishop  or  as  priest^ 
to  repeat  formulas  in  public,  without  publicly  explaining  tlie  sense 
in  which  he  took  them,  was  hardly  a  *'  veracious  "  proceeding,  and 
was  akin  to  the  "  philosophic "  and  non-Christian  notion  of  an 
intellectual  aristocracy  which  alone  haul  a  right  to  the  full  "  truth/' 
However,  the  wishes  of  the  Cyrenians  were  respected  :  Syuesius. 
moflt  unwillingly  on  his  juut  (he  says  he  should  have  pi'efen'ed 
death  if  he  could  have  felt  free  in  the  matter),  was  consecrated, 
after  first  receiving  baptism.  He  took  some  time  in  schooling 
himself  to  his  new  life;  but  neither  secular  habits  nor  liberal 
speculations  made  him  slirink  from  the  full  use  of  hierarcliical 
authority.  He  became  a  guardian  of  orthodoxy,  comforted  a  bishop 
who  had  been  expelled  by  Arians,  and  warned  his  own  presbyters 
against  Eunomiaji  intruders  patronised  by  one  Quiutianus ;  and 
also  told  them  that  any  who  on  the  pretext  of  helping  the  Churcli 
tilled  his  own  purse  would  be  better  outside  the  Christian  pale. 
Holding  himself  bound,  as  he  told  Theojihilus,  to  "  treat  as  a  law 
whatever  the  throne  of  Alexandria  might  ordain,"  he  endeavoured 
to  carry  out  the  archbishup's  plan  of  erecting  the  two  towns  of 
Palrobisca  and  Hydrax  into  a  bishopric,  or  rather  of  restoring  the 
biahopric  irregtdarly  erected  there  in  the  days  of  St.  Athanasius. 
Ultimately  the  intense  reluctance  of  the  people  to  be  severed  from 
the  episcopal  charge  of  Paul,  bishop  of  Erythmm — a  reluctance 
shown  by  wild  outcries  of  protest — induced  him  to  refer  the  matter 
l»ack  to  Thcophilus,  whom  he  also  consulted  as  to  the  treatment  of 
bishops  who  had  roamed  away  from  their  sees.  In  another  and 
Celt  more  striking  case  which  occurred  soon  after  his  consecration, 
the  new  metropolitan  made  Church  power  felt,  with  salutary 
results,  by  a  criminal  whom  some  bishops  would  have  scarcely 
dared  to  attack — Andronicus,  the  tyrannous  governor  of  Berenice. 
Of  this  man's  conduct  one  sample  suffices :  when  Synesius,  after 
several  admonitions,  tined;  to  rescue  from  his  grasp  a  nobleman 
whom  he  had  put  to  the  torture  under  the  burning  noonday  sun, 
he  said  thrice  to  the  trembling  sufferer,  "  'Tis  vain  for  you  to  trust 
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in  the  Cliurch :  were  you  to  orabrace  the  feet  of  Christ  Himaclf, 
no  one  should  deliver  you  from  Andronicus's  hands/*  Forth- 
with assembling  his  clergy,  Synesius  pronounced  the  sentence 
of  excommunication.  "Be  every  temple  of  God  shut  against 
.Vndronicus  and  his  followers  ]  Let  no  one,  official  or  private 
person,  sit  at  table  with  them,  converse  with  them,  attend  them 
to  the  grave  I  If  any  one,  bishop,  priest,  or  deacon,  shall  despise 
this  Church  as  a  small  one,  and  receive  those  whom  she  has  con- 
demned, he  has  divided  that  Church  which  by  Chri3t*s  intention 
should  be  One!  With  any  such,  who  choose  to  have  part 
witli  Andronicus  and  Thoas,  we  will  not  join  hands  or  eat,  least 
of  all  communicate."  For  a  while,  on  Andronicus's  professed 
penitence,  the  sentence  was  suspended ;  but  he  outdid  his  former 
offence,  and  the  excommunication  was  accordingly  put  in  force. 
It  will  be  admitted  that  the  power  of  retaining  sin  was  never 
exercised  in  a  case  more  simply  moral ;  and  Synesius  had  an 
opportunity,  somewhat  later,  of  showing  his  Chriatianity  by  helping 
Andronicus,  when  in  his  turn  he  became  a  sufferer  from  injustice 
and  needed  the  charitable  compassion  of  the  Church.  This 
happened  before  the  autumn  of  412,  when  Theophilus  died, 
refusing  to  the  last  to  insert  Chrysostom's  name  on  the  diptychs 
as  a  bishop  who  had  died  in  the  Church's  fellowship,  and  declaring 
that  "Fatiier  Arsenius"  was  indeed  "happy  in  having  always 
kept  the  hour  of  death  before  his  eyes." 

Arsenius  himsell',  soon  after  the  fall  of  Eome,  had  his  own 
troubles,  beside  that  grief  over  the  state  of  the  empire  which  drew 
continual  tears  from  his  eyes;  for  the  "barbarians"  drove  the 
monks  of  Scetis  from  their  retreats,  and  Arsenius  compared  this 
disaster  to  the  loss  of  Rome.  These  raids  of  fierce  marauders 
were  a  frequent  terror  at  this  time.  Thus  we  hear  of  the  perils 
undet^'one  in  the  Sinai  district  by  NOus,  an  ascetic  who  had 
bravely  rebuked  Arcadius  for  banishing  "  the  pillar  of  the  Church," 
and  whose  son  narrowly  escaped  being  sacrificed  by  the  Saiticens 
to  the  morning  star.  Jerome  had  some  experience  of  them  in 
Palestine ;  Chrysostom  had  hardly  been  safe  from  them  xnthin  the 
stronghold  of  Arabissus;  in  many  a  quiet  monastic  settlement 
the  rumour  of  their  approach  would  be  as  terrible  as  the  sight  of 
the  Northmen's  barks  to  the  brethren  of  lona  or  Lindisfame,  in 
those  wild  after-days  when  every  holy  house  was  more  or  less 
exposed  to  the  chances  of  rapine  and  bloodshed. 

At   Antioch,   the   intrusive   bishop   Porphyrins  waa    still    in 
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possession ;  so  that  three  of  the  four  chief  sees  of  Christendom — 
Constantinople,  Alexandria,  Antiooh — were  separated  from  Rome 
and  the  West  on  the  question  whether  Chrysostom's  memory 
should  lie  honourtid  by  reciting  his  name  among  departed  bishops 
at  the  Holy  Eucharist.  Among  the  bishops  of  Asia  Minor  who 
recited  that  name  with  most  special  cordiality  and  reverence  was 
one  destined  to  promote  a  heretical  movement  which  Chrysostom 
would  have  abhorred,  Theodore  of  Mopsuestia. 

Looking  eastward,  we  observe  the  important  mission  of  Mam- 
thas,  bwhop  of  Tagrit,  or  "  Martyropolis,"  in  Mesopotamia,  once 
found  among  LMiryaostom's  enemies,  to  the  Persian  king,  Isde 
gerdes  I.  His  detection  of  an  imposture  by  wliich  the  Magians 
tried  to  frighten  the  king  into  dismissing  him  contributed  to  his 
success ;  he  was  allowed  to  erect  churches  where  he  would.  This 
mission  of  Maruthas — whether  its  purx-wse  were,  or  were  not,  to 
induce  the  Persian  king,  out  of  regard  for  the  Eastein  Emperor, 
to  spare  his  Cliristian  subjects — is  supposed  to  belong  to  410 
or  414- 

Let  us  return  to  the  West.  In  Dacia,  the  mission  work  of 
bishop  Nicetas,  of  Eomatiana,  not  far  from  Sardica — a  prelate 
whose  training  and  devotion  are  celebrated  by  Paulinos — had 
produced  very  happy  results.  "  Christ,"  said  the  poet,  after  some 
intercourse  with  Nicetaa,  "  will,  by  thy  feet  and  lips,  visit  the 
Scythians,  the  Geta?,  the  Dacians."  The  trouble  caused  by  the 
heterodoxy  and  deposition  of  Bonosus  was  not  yet  fully  over; 
Nicetas  had  taken  part  in  that  difficult  business,  but  questions 
still  arose  as  to  the  position  of  clerics  whom  he  had  ordained 
before  his  condemnation,  and  who  had  refused  to  forsake  him 
afterwards. 

In  Gaul  the  main  subject  of  interest  would  be  the  recent 
sufferings  and  martyrdoms  caused  by  German  invasions,  against 
which  not  even  the  Pyrenees  proved  an  effective  barrier.  Just 
one  year  before  the  taking  of  Rome,  and  two  years  after  the 
successful  usurpation  by  a  fortunate  soldier,  chosen  apparently 
because  of  his  name  of  Constantino,  of  the  sovereignty  of  Gaul 
and  Britain,  an  irruption  of  Suevi  and  Vandals  into  the  Spanish 
peninsula  suddenly  plunged  it  into  all  the  horrors  of  slaughter^ 
famine,  pestilence,  and  gave  to  the  neighbouring  provinces  beyond 
the  Pillars  of  Hercules  a  dismal  forewarning  of  what  they  in 
their  turn  might  suffer.  For  them,  however,  the  dark  day  was 
not  yet:  they  were  to  "have  rest"  twenty  years,  and  were  to 
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furnish  the  area  for  movements  of  vast  importance  to  the  whole 
Church,  to  the  whole  cause  of  Christianity.  And  thus  we  are 
again  brought  round  to  Africa. 

A  few  weeks  before  the  taking  of  Rome,  and  during  the  period 
of  tolei'ation  which  all  dissidents  had  enjoyed  in  consequence  of 
the  Emperor's  political  necessities,  the  African  Council  had  sent 
four  deputies  to  the  court,  the  result  of  whose  mission  is  perhaps 
bo  be  seen  in  the  revocation  by  Honorius  of  nil  freedom  of  worship 
recently  granted  to  "enemies  of  the  holy  law."  This  edict  of 
August  25,  410,  was  followed  by  a  letter  dated  October  14,  in 
which  Marcellinus,  "  tribune  and  notary  *' — r.c.  one  of  the  highest 
class  of  the  bearers  of  iiujxirial  commands — was  ordered  to  carry 
out  the  project  of  the  Catholic  bishops  of  Africa  (a  project  dis- 
cussed, as  we  have  seen,  for  some  years  before  this,  from  the 
Cmmcil  of  403  onwards)  by  summoning  the  Donatist  bishops  to 
attend  a  gathering,  in  which  both  parties,  by  representatives,  should 
fully  discuss  the  question  between  them.  Tbe  meeting  waa  to  be 
assembled  within  four  months  after  the  publication  of  the  rescript 
in  Africa;  the  place,  of  course,  was  to  be  Carthage.  If  the 
Donatists,  after  three  summonses,  failed  to  send  their  delegates, 
they  were  to  be  treated  as  contumacious,  and  then-  people  were 
to  conform  to  the  Church,  "  acknowledging  their  teachers  to  have 
been  overcome  by  default,  and  regarding  themselves  as  bound  to 
ohoy  in  this,  if  not  imperial  orders,  at  least  the  true  sovei'eignty 
of  the  Catholic  law."  Marcellinus  was  to  act  as  judge,  and  to 
take  care  that  all  imperial  ordinances  as  to  that  "  law  "  (the  term 
"  law  "  being  here  used,  as  often  by  emperors,  for  religion)  were 
fully  and  strictly  carried  out  He  was  to  refer  the  results  of  the 
conference,  or  the  sentence  passed  on  "  the  contumacious,"  to  the 
Emperor,  that  the  latter  might  speedily  learn  how  far  his  mandate 
had  availed  "  to  confirm  the  Catholic  faith." 

That  the  conference  thus  provided  for  couhl  possibly  end 
otherwise  than  by  the  victory  of  Catholic  argimieut,  or,  as  this  re- 
script puts  it,  by  the  triumph  of  "  plain  reason  "  over  "superstition," 
was  never  imagined  by  Honorius  or  his  advisers.  The  Donatists 
evidently  thought  that  their  case,  under  such  a  weight  of  imperial 
disfavour,  would  not  be  fairly  heard  on  ita  merits  ;  for  Augustine 
tells  us  that  they  received  the  tidings  with  "Woe  to  us,  Union 
Lb  coming  I "  They  probably  imagined  that  Marcellinus,  a  thorough 
Churchman,  hehl  by  Augustine  in  high  regard  and  esteem,  would 
be  unable  to  act  with  impartiality.     But  the  tribune  did  all  in 
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hia  power  to  quiet  such  appreheni=iions  by  the  edict  which  he 
published  about  the  end  nf  February,  411,  in  whicli  he  declared 
that  each  side  was  to  state  its  case  fally,  and  even  engaged  that 
all  Donatist  bishops  who  promised  to  attend  shonki  be  at  once 
put  in  possession  of  the  chnrches  they  had  formerly  occupied,  "  in 
order  that,  the  tiai\ia  quo  ante  being  renewed,  the  discussion  might 
begin  on  fair  terms."  If  distrust  of  him  tlireatened  to  cause  any 
delay,  he  would  consent  to  havd  a  colleague  selected  by  the 
Donatista;  but,  in  either  situation  he  promLned,  "  by  the  wondrous 
mysteries  of  the  Trinity  and  the  Incarnation,  by  the  Emperor's 
salvation,  and  by  the  awful  day  of  judgment,"  that  he  would 
decide  strictly  according  to  evidence,  and  that  the  Donatist  deputies 
should  have  freedom  to  como  and  return  unmolested  and  in  safety. 
He  concluded  by  assuring  the  Donatists  that  any  "  concussion " 
or  illegal  violence,  done  to  any  of  them  by  the  messengera  bearing 
the  citations,  should  be  visited  with  fitting  punishment.  It  is 
evident  that  neither  Iloraan  nor  Christian  fairness  could  do  more. 

Augustine  went  to  Carthage  for  the  conference  about  the 
beginning  of  May  ;  and,  during  the  ember  fast  which  followed  the 
festival  of  Pentecost,  addressed  the  Church-peoplo  (in  a  sermon 
reckoned  as  his  357th)  on  the  blessedness  of  the  peacemakers,  and 
urged  them  to  treat  the  sectarians  on  their  arrival  with  due 
gentleness.  '*  Don't  say,  *  I  cannot  stand  So-and-so,  because  he 
insults  the  Church  or  because  he  slanders  my  bishop.'  You  will 
oblige  your  bishop  if  you  refrain  from  all  words  that  would  aggra- 
vate the  quarrel.  You  would  like,  you  say,  to  t€ll  the  man  your 
mind  ?  Well,  I  don*t  say,  '  Be  sOent/  but, '  Speak — not  to  him,  but 
to  God /or  him/  "  The  four  months  actually  expired  on  Friday  in 
Whitsun-week,  May  19  ;  but  Marcellinus  appears  to  have  granted 
a  further  delay,  under  powers  received  from  the  Emperor,  until 
June  1.  However,  on  May  16,  about  270  Donatist  bishops  entered 
Carthage  in  stately  procession,  so  as  to  attract  the  gaze  of  every  one 
in  the  city :  the  Catholic  bishops,  286  in  number  (those  numbers 
show  how  thick-set  Africa  was  with  bishoprics),  arrived  with  less 
display.  The  tribune  then  published  a  second  edict,  emphasizing 
the  importance  of  the  inquiry  and  describing  the  arrangements 
proposed.  Each  party  was  to  choose  seven  disputants,  provided 
with  seven  assistants  or  advisers.  No  others  were  to  be  present ; 
there  should  be  no  public  or  general  gathering  to  constitute  a 
popular  auditory  :  the  place  was  to  be  the  Gaigilian  Baths.  The 
minutes  were  to  be  taken  down  by  official  clerks,  and  by  four 
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secretaries  of  each  party,  "who  were  to  be  superintended  in  their 
work  by  four  bishops  in  rotation  on  each  side ;  the  minutes  were 
ultimately  to  be  signed  by  the  disputants  before  publication  ; 
after  each  day's  conference  a  day  was  to  be  allowed  for  making  up 
the  minutes ;  the  prelates  on  both  sides  were  to  signify,  in  letters 
signed  by  their  chiefs,  that  they  agreed  to  the  provisions  of  this 
order.  The  Donatista,  on  May  25,  drew  up  a  declaration  or  certi- 
ficate, 6ignif3dng  their  obedience  to  the  summons,  but  objecting  to 
the  part  of  it  which  limited  the  number  of  the  disputants,  on  the 
grounds  that  it  was  inconsistent  with  the  former  edict  and  was 
calculated  to  encourage  a  notion  fostered,  they  said,  by  their 
opponents,  that  they  themselves  were  few  in  number ;  they  also 
commissioned  Primianue,  their  bishop  at  Carthage,  and  six  others, 
to  uphold  the  cause  of  the  Church  against  the  "  Traditors."  The 
Catholics  replied  to  this  by  requesting  that,  if  the  Donatists 
were  allowetl  to  attend  in  full  numbers,  they  themselves  might 
attend  in  numbers  to  be  approved  by  Marcellinus;  they  also,  in 
formal  meetiufj,  drew  up  their  owu  act  of  delegation^  naming  seven 
representative  tUsputants,  among  whom  were  Aureliufl,  Alypius, 
ami  Augustine,  witJi  seven  others  as  advisers,  and  four  others  to 
superintend  the  minutes.  The  Catholic  bishops  further  sent  a 
second  memorial  to  Marcellinus,  which  appears  as  the  128th  ot 
Augustine's  letters,  though  the  two  prelates  specially  named  in  it 
are  Aurelius  of  Carthage  and  Silvanus  primate  of  Numidia.  This 
document  contains  what  is  l>e8t  worth  remembering  of  all  the  pro- 
ceedings of  the  conference — the  noble  proposal  that,  if  the  Donatists 
were  confuted  and  induced  to  join  the  Church,  the  Catholic  and 
Donatist  bishops  shoidd  occupy  the  episcopal  throne  by  turns  (a 
singular  arrangement  which  was  said  to  have  prevailed  in  Africa 
in  regard  to  episcopal  converts  from  schisni),  or,  if  the  faithful 
disliked  such  a  combination,  then  both  should  resign  and  a  new 
election  t^ke  place.  Then  follow  the  glorious  words  which  so  well 
illustrate  the  Apostle's  precept  in  Phil.  ii.  3-5  :  "  Why  should  we 
hesitate  to  offer  to  our  Redeemer  the  sacrifice  of  such  a  humilia- 
tion ?  Did  He  descend  from  heaven  into  a  human  body  to  make 
us  members  of  Himself,  and  shall  we  be  afraid  to  descend  from 
our  cliairs  to  spare  His  members  a  cruel  laceration  7  Enough  for 
ufl  surely  to  be  faithful  and  dutiful  Christians :  as  for  the  episco- 
pate, it  was  for  the  sake  of  the  Christian  people  that  we  received 
it ;  let  us  deal  with  it  as  may  best  promote  their  unity.  If  we  are 
His  servants,  let  us  not  grudge  Him  eternal  gain  for  the  sake  of  a 
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temporary  exaltation.  The  episcopal  dignity  will  be  more  pro- 
fitable to  us  if,  by  laying  it  down,  we  can  gather  together  His 
sheep,  than  if,  by  retaining  it,  we  disperse  them." 

At  last,  on  June  1,  411,  the  conference  opened  in  a  spacious 
and  airy  "  secretariiim "  or  public  hail  attached  to  the  baths 
above  mentioned,  in  the  very  centre  of  Carthage,  near  the  base 
of  the  great  hill  Byrsa  or  Bozrah.  The  Donatista  were  allowed 
to  appear  en  masse;  the  Catholics  were  represented  by  their 
eighteen  delegates.  By  way  of  a  beginning,  the  etlicts  and  other 
important  documents  were  read,  and  bom's  were  spent  in  verify- 
ing the  signatures  to  the  acts  of  delegation.  Then  all  but  the 
delegates  of  either  part  withdrew  ;  it  was  already  5  p.m.,  and 
both  sides  were  glad  of  an  adjournment,  A  day  intervened, 
as  bad  been  arranged:  on  June  3  the  second  meeting  opened 
with  a  curious  exhibition  of  Bonatist  temper.  "  We  can't  sit 
down,  becaii.se  the  Divine  law"  (alluding  evidently  to  Pa.  i.  1  or 
Ps.  xxvi.  5)  '*  does  not  allow  us  to  sit  along  with  such  adversaries 
as  these,"  Therenpoti  the  Catholics  stood  up :  even  Marcellinus, 
who  was  officially  described  as  the  Cognitor  or  judge,  liad  the 
good  taste  to  send  hLs  own  seat  away,  and  endured^  as  best  he 
might,  the  wearisome  pettifogging  ca\il3  of  the  sectarian  delegates, 
who  insisted  that  the  minutes  had  been  falsified.  To  disprove 
this  imputation,  the  tablets  of  the  clerks,  with  a  roll  of  parchment 
on  which  the  minutes  had  been  partly  inscribed,  were  produced 
ill  a  linen  cloth,  secured  by  a  Catholic  and  a  Donatist  seal.  Again 
the  day  was  wasted  over  these  devices  of  obstruction ;  and  the 
adjournment,  this  time,  was  until  the  8th,  when  something  like 
real  basiness  began,  the  question  arising  as  to  whether  Catholics  or 
Douatists  were  plaintiils.  The  Donatista  tried  to  throw  the  "onus  " 
on  their  opponents  ;  and  after  the  imperial  rescript  had  been  read, 
as  the  warrant  of  Marcellinus's  action,  Augustine  avowed  that  the 
conference  had  been  asked  for  by  the  Catholias,  in  order  that  the 
Donatists  might  either  prove,  or  be  found  to  have  failed  to  prove, 
their  charges — *'I  do  not  say  against  us,  but  against  the  whole 
Christian  world,"  his  favourite  and  sometimes  misconstrued 
argument  from  the  orhls  terrarum.  Marcellinus,  not  without 
humour,  referred  to  the  words  of  the  rescript,  and  said,  "  Your 
holinesses  will  now  be  pleased  to  show  clearly  on  wbich  side  lies 
*  the  8Uj)cr3tition,'  as  opposed  to  *  the  plain  reason,*  therein  men- 
tioned." The  Donatists  asked  that  the  Catholics'  petition  for  the 
conference,  and  their  commission  to  their  deputies  to  the  court, 
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should  be  read.  "  Why  80  ?  "  it  was  asked  in  rejoinder ;  "  what 
could  be  thus  added  to  what  we  already  acknowledge  ? "  Mar- 
c^llinus  ruled  in  the  same  sense,  and  declared  that  the  reasons  for 
the  request,  whatever  they  were,  were  irrelevant  to  the  present 
iuquiiy ;  and  met  a  Douatist  objection  to  the  name  "  Catholic  '* 
being  conceded  to  their  opponents,  by  pointing  to  the  Emperor's 
own  language :  it  was  enough  for  him  to  use  it  as  hia  master  had 
done,  but,  as  he  afterwards  said,  "without  prejudice;  ai'ter  the 
conference,  the  party  adjudged  to  be  victorious  will  possess  the 
title."  "  We  have  the  right  to  it/'  said  Augustine,  "  for  we  are  in 
union  with  the  whole  Church  "  "  No,"  said  the  Donatist  Gauden- 
tius,  "it  is  we  who  have  that  Church  which  has  sacraments  without 
defect  or  Haw."  *'  Do  you,"  asked  the  Donatists  again,  "  appear 
as  plaintiffs  or  as  respondents  ?  "  "A  fair  question,"  said  Mar- 
celliuus.  "  We  are  here/'  said*;Augustine,  "  to  meet  their  charges 
against  the  Church."  "  That  is  a  fair  reply."  "  Ask  them,"  said 
a  Donatist, "  whether  they  bring  any  charges  against  us."  "  Well,'* 
said  Augustine,  "  they  call  us  sons  of  Traditors,"  Marcellinus 
here  observed  that  it  appeared  on  the  Catholic  showing  that  both 
parties  had  asked  for  the  conference.  Petilianus  urged  him  to 
rule  authoritatively  whether  his  friends  had  a  right  to  ask  for  the 
reading  of  their  opponents'  petition  to  the  Emperor ;  but  Marcel- 
linus curtly  answered,  "Jam  pronuntiavt^'  and  a  document  was 
cited  a.s  showing  that  the  Donatists  had  asked  for  a  hearing  as 
early  as  406. 

This  stai-ted  a  discussion  about  the  earlier  documents  of  the 
case.  "  If  thrt/  are  to  be  brought  up,"  said  Augustine,  "  we  must 
ask  to  hear  the  original  appeal  of  the  first  Donatists  to  Constan- 
tino." "  No."  said  the  Donatists,  "  we  do  not  stand  on  processes 
of  that  sort ;  it  is  to  the  Divine  law,  to  Scripture,  that  we  appeal : 
if  you  also  appeal  to  it,  put  human  documents  aside."  "Well, 
but,"  said  Augustine,  "  there  are  two  distinct  questions :  one  of 
principle,  to  be  settled  by  Scripture  proof — Which  is  the  true 
Church  ?  and  another  of  fact,  to  be  settled  by  documentary  evidence 
— Was  So-and-so  a  Traditor  ? "  Marcellinus  agreed  that  the  two 
distinct  questions  of  principle  and  of  fact  must  be  settled  by  distinct 
kinds  of  evidence ;  and  so  the  reading  of  documents,  as  germane 
to  the  second  question,  proceeded,  with  frequent  interruptions 
which  exlubited  tlxe  Donatists'  ability  in  special  pleading.  "  Here," 
ihey  said,  "  is  a  memorial  which  proves  that,  as  far  back  as  eight 
years  ago,  those  men  took  up  the  line  of  plaintitfs  or  accusers;" 
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and  "  here,"  said  their  opponents,  *'  is  one  very  mnch  earlier,  the 
report  of  Anulinus  to  Constantine,  proving  that  it  was  thtir  pre- 
decessors who  accused  Ceecilian."  After  this  see-saw  process  it  is 
refreshing  to  get  a  hold  of  the  rt^al  isi^ue.  The  Donatists  object  to 
Augustine's  contention  that,  even  if  such  charges  wwc  true,  the 
ofifeuces  of  individuals  would  not  prejudice  the  Church.  "  Till  us 
plainly,"  they  said,  "  do  you  admit,  or  do  you  not,  that  your  case  is 
compromised  by  Csecilian's  personal  conduct  ?  You  say  that,  if 
he  was  guilty,  he  was  like  the  chatf  on  the  threshing-floor  or  the 
bad  Ash  in  the  net,  and  that  the  Church  is  uot  to  be  abandoned 
because  of  bad  members.  In  one  word,  is  he  your  father  ? " 
'*  Not  my  father,  for  he  belonged  to  the  Church,  as  I  do  ;  we  name 
him  at  the  altar,  we  commemorate  him  as  a  brother :  but  we  have 
one  Head,  and  that  is  Christ." 

The  Donatists,  by  way  of  arguing  the  question  of  principle, 
presented  a  memorandum  which  they  had  drawn  up  as  a  reply 
to  statements  in  the  Catholics'  act  of  delegation.  In  it  they 
repeated  their  familiar  topics.  The  Church,  even  in  this  world, 
should  be  without  spot  or  blemish ;  the  field  with  tares  in  it 
is  expressly  said  to  lie  "  the  world "  (Matt,  xiii,  38),  and  the 
world  is  not  the  Church ;  the  bad  fish  in  the  net  (an  ingenious 
gloss  this)  were  such  as  coidd  not  be  detected ;  the  guest  without 
the  wedding-garment  was  cast  out.  It  was  a  simple  scriptural 
obligation  to  *' depart  from  the  tents  of  obstinate  men,"  to  avoid 
contact  with  "  the  unclean  thing ; "  and  so  the  apostles  ejected 
Simon,  Philetus,  Hermogenes  (rather,  Hymenieus).  As  for  baptism 
outaide  the  true  Church,  martyrs  (meaning  Cyprian)  had  pronounced 
it  to  be  nidi,  and  therefore  converts  ought  to  be  rebaptized,  that 
is,  baptized  dc  novo — observe  here  that  the  "  plenary  council," 
as  Augustine  calls  it,  of  Aries  had  been  held  after  the  schism  had 
begun,  and  that  the  Donatists  would  not  acknowledge  its  decision 
in  favour  of  the  validity  of  all  baptisms  administered  with  the 
right  "  form."  The  document  went  on  to  charge  Catholics 
with  persecuting  Donatists  for  more  than  a  century ;  to  disown  the 
analogy  between  their  proceedings  and  the  attitude  of  Primianists 
towards  Maximianists  ;  to  recite  a  list  of  Catholic  "  ^Hirsecutors/' 
including  Paul  and  Macarius  who  had  been  sent  in  347  to  enforce 
conformity.  Augustine  replied  to  the  statement  of  principle. 
The  parable  of  the  Tares  required  the  sense  which  Catholics 
put  upon  it ;  the  body  of  the  story  implies  that  the  tares  grew  up 
within  the  religions  area,  so  that  the  "  world  "  must  here  be  taken 
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to  mean  the  Church  as  world-wide,  which  must  coutaiu  evil 
mingled  with  good.  "  Are  we,"  he  asked,  "  to  desert  the  Church 
because  of  this  condition  of  human  infirmity  ?  Our  way  of 
separation  from  bad  members  must  be  by  avoiding  their  vices. 
I  admit  that  there  must  be  discipline,  even  excommunication,  for 
the  welfare  of  souls,  and  that  it  will  be  effectual,  to  a  certain 
extent,  for  the  Church's  purification ;  and  there  will  be  a  time  of 
absolute  Church  puiity — but  in  the  next  world.  The  Church  is 
'  one/  we  acknowledge ;  our  contention  does  not  divide  it  into 
two :  all  we  say  is,  it  has  two  states,  or  exists  in  two  conditions — 
one  here,  the  other  hereafter." 

Again  the  pendulum  sways  back  to  the  historical  question: 
the  barbarities  of  the  Circumcellions,  especially  instances  of 
lime  and  vinegar  poured  into  the  eyes,  were  depicted  ;  the  case 
of  Donatists  slain  at  Bagai  was  discussed,  and  it  was  shown 
that  some  of  them,  in  the  wild  fury  of  such  fanatics,  had  actually 
slain  themselves ;  the  acts  of  the  Eoman  Council  in  313,  by 
which  Csecilian  was  acquitted,  were  adduced  ou  one  side,  on 
the  other  those  of  the  Council  which  condemned  him  in  Africa, 
with  a  letter  of  bishop  Mensurius  to  Secuudus,  which,  as  it 
tnmed  out,  did  not  prove  Mensurins  to  have  been  a  Traditor. 
To  show  that  some  of  Ccecilian's  enemies  were  themselves  said 
to  be  Traditors — to  have  surrendered,  for  instance,  a  church- 
lamp,  a  box,  and  casks  containing  viuegai' — a  Coimcil  was  quoted 
as  having  met  at  Cirta  soon  after  tlie  great  persecution ;  and 
the  Donatists'  attempt  to  disprove  its  historic  reality,  on  such 
grounds  as  that  its  acts  mentioned  the  day  and  the  consulate,  was 
baffled.  When  the  Maximianist  schism  was  mentioned  as  an  in- 
dication of  the  schiamatical  spirit  ingrained  in  Donatism,  a 
Douatist  was  so  incautious  »ia  to  adopt  the  ('hurclimun's  proposi- 
tion, "  One  man's  faults  do  not  compromise  another."  In  regard 
to  the  Roman  Coiuu-il,  the  Donatists  tried  by  very  flimsy  expe- 
dients to  involve  Pope  Miltiades  in  the  guilt  of  being  a  Traditor. 
Constantiue's  own  declaration,  after  the  inquiry  at  Milan  in  316, 
that  Cfficilian  had  been  found  innocent,  was  subjected  by  the 
Donatists  to  tlie  arbitrary  scepticism  which  always  discredits  a 
cause,  and  which  hero  drew  from  MuiTellinus  the  formal  pro- 
nouncement that  imperial  letters,  whether  dated  or  not,  were 
above  question  before  a  tribimal.  Then  camo  a  debate  over  a 
passage  in  Optatus,  to  the  effect  that  "  advice  was  given  that 
Ctecilian  should  be  detained  at  Brescia  for  the  sake  of  peace  i  "  but 


4 


I 


XXXII.] 


Tfie  Declhu  of  Dcnmtism. 


'5. 


the  context  showed  that  he  had  been  judicially  '*  pronounced 
innooent."  At  this  a  laugh  arose,  which  must  have  become 
louder  when  the  Donatists  exclaimed,  "  We  did  not  ask  to  have 
iii4xt  read  I  "  But  they  bad  lost  their  heads,  and  floundered  help- 
lessly, raising  points  self-evidontly  futile  or  quoting  documents 
which  told  decisively  against  them;  as,  for  inatauce.  the  first 
Donatists'  letter  to  Constantine  about  "  hv&  scaundrol  of  a  bishop/' 
or  his  letter  recalling  them  from  exile  with  bitter  expressions  of 
disgust.  "  All  wondered,"  says  Augustine,  "  with  what  eyes  they 
could  have  read  the  very  jmpers  which  they  adduced,  or  with  what 
voices  they  could  recite  them."  Their  own  evidence  declared 
Felix,  as  well  as  Ciecilian,  to  have  been  formally  declared  iuno- 
cent — Felix's  guilt,  it  should  be  remembered,  having  been  found 
to  rest  on  a  forgery  added  to  a  genuine  letter. 

Here  the  debate  essentially  closed.  After  one  or  two  pitiable 
attempts  on  tlie  part  of  the  Donatists  to  evade  tlie  force  of  these 
records,  and  again  to  traverse  ground  that  had  been  exhausted, 
Marcellinus  asked  if  they  had  any  real  counter-evidence.  There 
was  none;  so  the  Catholics  called  on  him  "at  last  to  finish  the 
case."  He  assented,  and  bade  botb  parties  withdraw,  that  he 
might  put  his  decision  into  form.  He  had  all  along  been  acting 
primarily  as  an  imperial  commissioner  for  tlie  decision  of  questions 
of  fact.  Yet  the  purely  theological  question  as  to  the  relation  of 
ministwrial  condiict  to  .sacramental  efficacy  had  necessai'ily  come 
in :  the  Catholics  had  put  it  fonvard  as  distinct  from  the  other ; 
and  Marcellinus  did  indirectly,  as  it  were,  pronounce  that,  even  if 
Cfiecilian  had  sinned.  Ids  guilt  could  not  involve  the  Church.  But 
he  went  no  nearer  to  the  proper  province  of  an  ecclesiastical 
tribunal ;  he  decided  on  the  broad  ground  of  the  proved  falsity  of 
the  charges  against  Cajcilian  and  Felix,  referring,  like  a  Eoman 
magistrate,  to  the  recorded  juilgment  of  a  proconsul  and  to  the 
sentence  of  Constantine  "  of  triumphal  memory."  The  truth,  he 
declared,  had  been  brought  to  light,  and  falsehood,  as  now  detected,  / 
must  bow  before  it.  Therefore,  he  proceeded,  all  magistrates,  i 
landowners,  tenants,  are  hereby  ordered  to  prohibit  Donatists  from  ; 
meeting  in  cities  or  other  places ;  the  churches  which  Donatists  | 
have  been  allowed  temporarily  to  hold  ore  to  be  given  up,  without 
delay,  to  the  Catholics;  to  attend  Donatist  meetings  will  be  to 
incur  punishment  at  the  Emperor's  will;  forbearance  has  l)een 
carried  to  its  limits  and  will  go  no  further.  Every  Donatist 
bishop  will  go  home  in  perfect  safety :  if  he  will  join  the  Church, 


154 


The  Age  of  the  Fal/iers, 


[Chap. 


he  knows  tbe  good  terms  which  will  be  offered  him  by  her  bishops  ; 
if  not,  he  must  expect  to  feel  the  penalties  of  the  law.  Finally, 
all  who  know  of  Circumcellions  meeting  on  their  lands  must 
expect  such  lands  to  be  confiscated,  unless  they  endeavour  to 
repress  a  "  frenzy  "  which  offends  alike  against  religion  and  public 
order. 

Such  was  the  sentence  of  Marcellinus,  published  on  the 
26th  of  June,  411.  That  the  Douatiats  should  complain  of  his 
conduct  was  a  matter  of  course,  and  Augustine  therefore  exposed 
theirs  (in  contrast  to  that  of  the  upright  magistrate)  in  a  treatise 
"  To  the  Donatists,"  written  in  the  year  after  the  conference ;  and 
farther,  observing  that  no  one  cared  to  wade  through  the  lengthy 
minutes  of  the  conference,  he  took  great  pains  in  abridging  them 
for  general  readers  in  the  form  of  his  extant  Brcvkidns  CollaHmm. 
Marcellinus  having  i*eported  the  decision  to  Honorius,  and  the 
Donatists  having  appealed  against  it,  the  Emperor  promulgated  a 
final  and  highly  penal  law  against  them  at  liavenna,  on  the  30  tb 
of  Januaiy,  412.  By  this  ordinance,  all  relaxations  of  previous 
penal  laws  were  cancelled ;  and  it  was  enacted  that  unless  the 
Donatists  should,  by  a  stated  day,  have  returned  to  Catholic  unity, 
they  should  be  mulcted  according  to  a  graduated  scale  of  fines, 
including  all  classes  from  the  *'  lllustrea  "  to  the  Circumcellions — 
a  proof  that  the  sect  numbered  amoug  its  adherents  some  persons 
of  the  highest  civil  or  military  rank.  It  was  made  penal  for  any 
persons  in  the  imperial  employment  to  screen  any  Donatist  from 
official  cognisance.  A  special  fine  was  to  be  levied  on  the  wives 
of  schismatics ;  slaves  belonging  to  the  sect  were  to  be  recalled 
from  their  "  bad  religion  "  by  the  admonition  of  their  masters, 
and  rustic  husbandmen  by  "  reiterated  beatings."  Donatist  clergy 
were  to  be  sent  out  of  Africa  into  various  places  of  exile ;  and  all 
churches  or  estates  belonging  to  the  "  heretics  "  were  to  be  made 
over  to  the  Catholic  body. 

These  stringent  methods  of  procuring  "  unity  "  were  successful 
in  breaking  down  the  resolution  of  all  but  the  most  determined  of 
the  Donatists.  Augustine  tells  us  that  some  of  them  declared 
that  they  would  never  unite  with  the  Catholics,  even  if  the  un- 
tenableness  of  their  positions  were  demonstrated ;  but  this  asser- 
tion is  probably  founded  on  misapprehension  or  false  report.  It 
is  certain,  however,  that  the  Circumcellions  broke  out  with  fresh 
fory,  as  they  had  done  seven  years  before,  on  the  publication  of 
the  Edict  of  Union.     At  Hippo  they  slew  a  Catholic  priest  named 
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Hestitutus ;  they  seized  another,  named  Innocent,  beat  out  one  of 
his  eyes  and  cut  off  one  of  his  tingera.  The  perpetrators  of  these 
deeds  were  arrested  and  brought  before  Marcellinus:  he  forced  a 
confession  from  them,  hut,  as  we  are  expressly  told,  employed  no 
tortures  properly  so  called,  such  as  fire,  iron  hooks,  or  the  "  Little 
Horse" — that  Iiideous  rack  which  figured  so  often  in  scenes  of 
Christian  mailynlom — but  only  that  lighter  infliction  of  the 
sconi^e,  which,  says  Augustine,  is  used  by  "teachers  of  libeml 
arts,  by  pai'ents,  and  often  by  bishops  themselves  in  the  adminis- 
tratiou  of  justice."  But  Augustine's  compassionate  heait  was 
roused  to  plead  against  any  extreme  sentence  in  the  case  of  these 
criminals  after  a  confession  thus  obtained.  He  wrote  to  Marcel- 
linus, entreating,  "  by  tlie  mercy  of  Christ,"  that  noither  death 
nor  mutilation  might  be  inilicted;  that  the  suffering  of  God's 
servants  might  not  be  avenged,  as  if  by  a  law  of  retaliation,  in  the 
blood  of  those  who  had  been  proved  guilty ;  "  that  they  might 
only  be  restrained  from  their  frantic  restlessness  and  set  to  some 
useful  occui)ation."  He  also  wrote  to  the  proconsul  Apringius  in 
the  same  sense — observing  that,  even  if  he  were  addressing  a 
heathen  magistrate,  he  should  not  so  "  abandon  the  Church's 
cause "  as  not  to  plead  against  a  bloody  vengeance,  wliich  might 
"  tarnish  '*  the  honour  of  her  confessors  -  but  that  he  might  say  to 
him,  as  a  son  in  Christ,  a  son  of  the  Church,  "  Jtemember  our 
common  cause;  bring  out  in  fuO  light  that  gentleness  which 
belongs  to  your  mother;  treat  these  wretched  olfenders  with  a 
forbeai'ance  which  may  contrast  with  their  own  ferocity ;  and  save 
us  from  the  pain  of  finding,  at  the  end  of  the  official  report  of  these 
jooceedings,  the  record  of  a  bloody  punishment."  We  see  here  a 
singular  confusion  in  his  mind  between  "  vengeance  "  and  judicial 
punishment.  Once  more  again,  a  little  later,  Augustine  wrote  to 
Marcellinus,  mentioning  the  audacity  of  a  Donatist  bishop  named 
Macrobius,  who  had  *'gone,  among  other  places,  to  Carthage, 
opened  the  basilicas  on  his  own  estate,  and  assembled  congrega- 
tions," having  with  him  one  Donatus,  a  rebaptized  ex-Catholic, 
who  had  been  foremost  in  the  outrages.  For  the  thii'd  time  he 
entreated  that  thtj  lives  of  the  Donatist  ruffians  might  not  be 
taken  by  the  operation  of  the  law.  If  the  proconsul,  though 
lenient  by  nature,  should  press  for  extreme  pimishment,  he  begged 
that  his  letter  might  be  read,  and  that  in  the  last  resort  an  appeal 
might  be  made  to  the  Emperor  for  mitigation  of  the  death-penalty. 
Such  lenity,  he  was  aware,  would  seem  to  some  Churchmen  "  mere 
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negligence  and  weakness ; "  but  when  angry  feelings  bad  cooled 
down,  it  would  be  seen  in  its  true  light.  It  is  remarkable  that 
Augustine  was  at  this  very  time  engaged  on  a  long  letter  to  Mar- 
cellinus,  intended  to  answer  some  difficulties  proposed  by  a 
thoughtful  inquirer  named  Voluaianus  ;  one  of  them  being  no 
other  than  the  often-debated  question  whether  the  precepts  of  tlie 
Sermon  on  the  Mount  did  not  make  civil  government  impracticable 
— to  which  Augustine  answers,  "  Those  precepts  as  to  turning  the 
other  cheek  and  not  resiftting  evil,  relate  rather  to  the  inward  dis- 
position of  the  heart  than  to  the  outward  conduct ;  '*  adding  that 
severitiea  to  criminals  may  be  the  truest  mercyj  and  that  a  just 
war  may  be  waged  in  conformity  with  Christian  benevolence. 

It  is  but  too  prt^hable  that  Marcelliuua's  decision  against  the 
Donatists  cost  him  his  life.  A  sudden  revolt  of  Heraclian, 
'•  Coimt "  of  Africa,  was  speedily  crushed,  and  a  certain  count 
Llarinus  was  sent  to  do  execution  on  his  accomplices.  He  is 
stipiKised  10  have  been  induced  by  Donatists  to  include  Marcel- 
linns — against  all  prol>ability — in  the  number;  and  in  spite  of 
an  order  from  Hononus  for  his  release,  the  good  and  equitable 
tribune  was  put  to  death  in  the  September  of  413,  thanking  God 
"  that  the  punishment  of  his  sin  was  not  deferred  to  the  next 
life."  Augustine's  grief  may  be  imagined  :  Honorius,  for  once, 
showed  his  dkpleasure  vigorously  l>y  recalling  and  displacing 
Mariuus ;  and  in  a  law  of  the  next  year  confirmed  the  decision 
pronounced  by  Marcellinua  "  of  honouralde  memory." 

It  was  somewhat  later  than  the  correspondence  with  Marcel- 
linus,  that  Augustine,  who,  during  these  months,  appears  to  have 
had  his  hands  full  of  literary  work,  wrote  a  letter  to  the  Donatist 
laity  in  the  name  of  a  Council  of  Bishops  held  at  Cirta  under  the 
Numidinn  primate  Silvanus.  This  letter,  dated  June  14,  412,  was 
designed  (like  the  Ad  Donatiaias  post  CoUationcm)  to  meet  the 
slanderous  rumour  that  Marcelliuus  had  been  bribeti  to  decide 
against  the  Donatists — "  the  only  plea,"  as  he  says,  "  which  beaten 
men  ore  wont  to  luge/'  It  gave  a  full  narrative  of  the  coul'erence 
from  Augustine's  point  of  view.  Its  exhortations  to  conformity 
were  apparently  productive  of  the  return  of  a  large  body  of 
Donatists  at  Cirta  to  the  fellowship  of  the  Church.  We  have  a 
letter  addressed  by  Aiigustine  to  them,  and  another  to  two 
presbyters  and  other  clerics,  converted,  as  he  expresses  it,  to 
Christ's  peace  and  unity.  He  exhorts  these  converts  loyally  and 
cheerfolly  to    discharge   their  ecclesiastical    duties  according  to 
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their  degrecH,  to  fulfil  their  ministry  with  fidelity  for  the  sake  of 
that  God  under  whom  he  was  their  fellow-servaut,  and  to  abound 
in  tenderness,  as  they  would  have  judgment  shown  them  in  mercy. 
"  Pray  also  with  us/*  he  continues,  "for  thoso  who  are  still  out  of 
temper,  that  the  infirmity  of  the  carnal  mind  in  them  may  be 
healed,  after  having  been  contracted  by  such  long  habit.  The 
Grod  to  wliom  we  pray  for  them  is  powerful  and  merciful  to  biing 
even  them,  by  any  occasions  that  seem  best,  to  salvation.  May 
the  Lord  preserve  you  in  peace !  " 

With  these  noble  and  touching  words  we  may  close  this 
narrative  of  Augustine's  efforts  against  the  Donatists'  obstinacy. 
The  law  of  412,  says  Fleury,  was  the  "  death-blow  of  the  schism." 
And  yet,  under  whatever  discouragement  and  repression,  it  appears 
that  the  traditions  and  the  passions  of  Donatism  were  sedulously 
|»erpetuated ;  the  fire  of  sectarianism  was  never,  through  long 
years,  allowed  to  become  extinct ;  it  is  startling  to  find  that,  after 
neai'ly  two  centuries  had  elapsed,  the  revival  of  Donatist  activity 
engaged  the  solicitude  and  kindled  the  apprehonsimi  and  indigna- 
tion of  Pope  Gregory  the  Great.  He  exhorts  African  bishops  to 
be  up  and  doing  against  audacious  schismatics  who  have  disturbed 
Catholic  peace,  bribed  some  Churchmen  into  accepting  rebaptism, 
driven  away  some  bishops,  and,  if  he  is  rightly  intormed,  actually 
persuaded  one  prelate  to  acquiesce  in  the  erection  of  a  Donatist 
episcopate  within  his  own  city ;  and  he  complains  to  the  Emperor 
Maurice  that  the  anti-Donatist  penal  laws  have  been  allowed  to 
sleep,  to  the  *'  ruin  "  of  souls  and  the  humiliation  of  Catholicity, 
so  that  it  is  high  time  for  the  intervention  of  the  civil  power. 

Such  was  the  strangely  tenacious  life  of  what  appears  to  us 
the  most  unattractive  and  indeed  repulsive  of  all  sects  that  in 
early  times  kept  their  hold  on  doctrinal  orthodoxy  ;  such  the  pro- 
tract-ed  mischief  that  came  of  some  personal  piques  and  injurious 
rumours,  acting  on  honest  but  ignorant  zeal,  a  do^^gyd  national 
character,  a  hard  aelf-righteoua  fanaticism.  We  gladly  bid  farewell 
to  one  of  the  unfiightliest  phenomena  in  Church  history ;  but  we 
must  not  forget  the  lessons  which  its  career  is  calculated  to  t-each. 
and  which  are  written  in  large  characters  for  tlie  warning  of 
religious  parties  throughout  all  time.  Enthuaiawra,  however 
earnest  or  even  passionate,  for  a  magnificent  moral  ideal,  is  not 
of  itself  a  guarantee  of  being  in  the  right  track.  The  vision  of 
a  periectly  spotless  Church  may  entrance  many  souls  which  feel 
that  purity  in  the  largest  sense  is  the  supreme  good,  and  persuade 
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themselves  that  it  would  be  possible,  by  strenuous  efforts  against 
worldliness  and  inconsistency  of  conduct,  to  realise  that  supreme 
good  in  a  whole  Christian  community — nay,  more,  that  it  is  strictly 
a  duty  to  establinh  this  result.  They  may  assume  that  to  aim  at 
what  \s  so  excellent  is  itself  a  proof  that  they  are  serving  Christ 
without  compromise.  And  Lhey  may  clean  forget  to  ask  whether 
Scripture  does  really  encourage  audi  a  programme ;  whether  the 
ideal,  applied  to  existing  conditions,  may  not  mislead;  and 
whether  it  is  not,  after  all,  more  truly  loyal  to  recognise  the 
limitations  which  a  mysterious  Providence  has  set  to  all  huma^ 
enterprises,  even  to  such  as  wear  the  holiest  aspect.  When  such  1 
considerations  are  overlooked,  balance  is  disturbed,  the  sense  of  I 
projMjrtiou  is  perverted,  "  extreme  "  or  even  fanatical  views  of  duty 
commend  themselves  as  a  matter  of  course ;  and  a  zeal  wliich  is  \ 
not  according  to  knowledge  takes  possession  of  the  whole  man, 
and  presently  exhibits  itself  as  a  zeal  without  justice,  without  I 
tnithfulness,  without  charity,  without  the  healthful  self-mistrust 
which  excludes  spiritual  pride  and  sustains  the  consciousness  of 
personal  frailty  and  sin.  Then  it  becomes  natural  to  ignore  facts, 
to  repeat  unverified  statements  as  to  other  men's  conduct,  to 
commit  oneself  to  doctrinal  proi^ositions  which  break  down 
when  tested  by  the  root-principle  of  the  Gospel ;  then,  as  the 
controversy  waxes  hot  and  the  determination  to  succeed  qtwcumque 
viodo  harduus,  it  seems  necessary  to  accept  the  help  of  agencies 
not  only  coaise  and  rough,  but  brutal  and  criminal ;  and  so  a 
movement  which  began  by  assuming  that  the  Church  could  attain 
to  heavenly  perfection  in  this  world  is  impelled  by  partisan 
rancour  into  courses  which  characterize  it  as  "earthly,  unspiritual," 
and  something  worse. 

"  Thfm  to  wax  fierce  in  iho  e&use  of  tho  Lord, 
To  threat  and  to  pierce  with  the  faoaTenly  ■word?" 

The  brief  stern  poem  by  Newman  which  opens  with  these  lines, 
conveys,  as  Dean  Church  has  said,  "  a  warning  which  ought  never 
to  be  out  of  our  remembrance." 
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"  While  the  h*jresy  of  the  Donatists  was  falling,  there  was  rising 
up  another,  still  more  dangerous— that  of  the  Pelagians."  In 
these  wonla  Fleury  intrndncea  his  readers  to  that  great  controversy, 
so  full  of  inexhaustible  and  most  vital  interest,  which  for  the  first 
time  fixed  the  thought  of  Christendom  on  the  auhjective  aide,  as  we 
may  express  it,  of  theology,  or,  as  others  would  probably  prefer  to 
say,  on  the  "anthropology"  of  Christian  religion,  on  questions 
directly  connected  with  the  conditions  and  capacities  of  the  soul, 
rather  than  with  the  nature  or  the  actings  of  God.  Antl  here  several 
points  are  worthy  of  notice.  For  (.1)  we  must  surely  recognise  the 
fitness  of  that  providential  sequence  whereby  the  Church  was  led 
to  contemplate  and  study  the  fundamental  doctrine  of  the  Holy 
Trinity  and  the  Eedeemer's  Godhead,  before  she  was  plunged  into 
a  discussion  of  mankind's  relation  to  that  Redeemer's  Person  and 
work.  Tliis  is  the  significance  of  the  fact  that  the  Ariau  contro- 
versy preceded  the  Pelagian.  (2)  Another  point  of  interest  is 
that  which  Guizot  brought  out  with  such  force  and  clearness,  that 
the  Pelagian  controversy  dealt  with  a  problem  which  must  be 
great  and  urgent,  independently  of  all  theological  discussions 
within  the  specially  Christian  area,  the  problem  of  the  existence 
in  man  of  a  free  will  wluch  is  at  once  real  and  stringently  limited. 
(3)  Nor  can  it  escape  our  observation  that  Pelagian  thought 
evidently  tended  to  reintroduce  a  pagan  element  into  Christian 
theology ;  as  Arianism  had  injiu*eil  the  Christian  idea  of  God, 
so  this  new  upgrowth  of  rationalistic  speculation  materially 
afifected  the  Christian  idea  of  redemption,  and,  while  retaining 
the  Christian  phraseology  on  that  subject,  associated  it  with 
what  wa.s  virtually  Naturalism.  (4)  To  modem  Christians, 
again,  the  controversy  should  be  interesting,  because  modern 
religious  thought,  by  way  of  reaction  from  Calvinism,  tends  to 
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treat  Clu-istianity  simply  as  a  means  of  moral  elevation,  and 
Christ  as  a  type  of  moral  excellence  proposed  for  imitation  ; 
while  the  idea  of  a  real  communication  of  spiritual  life  from  Him 
as  Head  t^  Christians  as  members  is  put  aside  aa  a  bit  of  unveri- 
fiable  mysticism,  and  at  the  same  time  the  sense  of  sin,  and  of 
spiritual  need  and  si)iritual  capacity,  is  impaired.  (5)  It  is  also 
one  of  the  satl  lessons  wluch  this  chapter  in  the  history  of  heresy 
brings  before  us,  that  uncliristian  theories  have  often  been  originated 
by  men  of  pure  life  and  of  serious  integrity  of  purpose  toward 
religious  belief  and  conduct;  while  another  warning  to  theo- 
logians is  involved  in  those  one-sided  over-statements  of  the  truth 
attacked  into  which  Augustine's  zeal  betrayed  him  with  manifold 
and  deplorable  results. 

And  yet  those  who  in  our  day  approach  the  study  of  this 
controversy  may  as  well  be  warned  that  certain  influences  afloat 
in  the  religious  atmosphere  are  apt  to  prejudice  an  inquirer  against 
the  side  which  won  in  the  contest.  Augustine  was,  as  we  all 
know,  the  great  champion  against  Pelagius;  and  "  Augustinian- 
bm"  has  of  late  become  something  like  a  byword.  It  is  held  to 
represent  an  exaggeration  of  the  "  ecclesiastical  '*  idea ;  and  this 
disparaging  estimate  will  naturally  give  a  lift  in  jieople's  minds 
to  the  cause  which  he  strenuously  opposed,  as  if  it  were,  in  effect, 
the  cause  of  freedom,  while  the  foromlaa  couuected  with  "grace  " 
and  "  original  sin  "  become  associated  with  such  terms  as  dog- 
matism, technicalism,  sacerdotalism,  and  the  like.  And  yet 
again,  even  apart  from  such  rigoristic  peculiarities,  the  idea  of  a 
divine  "  immanence  "  in  nature  as  a  whole,  and  pre-eminently  in 
human  nature,  makes  persons  averse  to  "  supematuralism,"  as  if 
it  introduced  into  thought  a  dualism  offensive  to  all  scientific 
premisses,  and,  from  a  religious  standpoint,  as  if  it  interrupted 
the  unity  of  the  divine  operation,  and  represented  the  Creator  as 
obliged  to  mend  His  own  work,  to  provide  for  the  cm-e  of  evils 
that  might  have  been  excluded  from  the  first.  As  men  are  tempted 
to  explain  away  the  uniqueness  of  the  Incarnation,  so  they  are 
apt  to  minimise  the  significance  of  such  terms  as  re3U>ration,  or 
redemption,  or  mediation  ;  to  smooth  away  all  antitheses  between 
what  is  called  nature  and  what  is  called  grace,  until  the  latter 
becomes  only  a  refinement  of  the  former ;  in  short,  to  attenuate 
the  New  Testament  teaching  as  to  the  evil  that  calls  for  a  vast 
remedy,  and  as  to  the  office  and  work  of  Him  who  came  to 
apply  it. 
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For  ourselves,  as  En^lishmeD.  it  is  matter  of  some  uiterest 
t-hat  Pelagius,  though  not  of  our  race,  was  u  native  of  our  island, 
which  had  long  been  the  home  of  a  weak  but  orthodox  Church. 
He  was  a  British  monk :  so  Augustine,  who  knew  him  personally, 
repeatedly  calls  him.  Orosius  describes  him  as  a  layman  and 
intimates  that  he  was  of  too  humble  origin  to  have  had  a  liberal 
education  ;  but  if  this  wiis  the  case,  ho  must  have  neutralised  the 
effect  of  early  disadvantages  by  very  diligent  and  successful  study, 
since  we  read  that,  before  he  appeared  as  a  heretic,  he  composed 
three  books  on  the  Trinity,  which  were  "  calculated  to  be  of  great 
use  t-o  students.'^  That  he  was  anxious  to  promote  active  piety 
is  clear  from  his  having  composed  a  book  of  extracts  from 
Scripture,  modelled  on  one  of  St.  Cyprian's  writings.  Augustine, 
writing  in  the  year  417,  testifies  that  "  Pelagius,  while  staying  at 
Rome,  was  held  in  great  honour,"  and  was  "  loved  by  Paidinus  of 
Nola  as  a  servant  of  God/'  and  says  for  himself,  "  1  not  only  did 
love  him,  but  1  do  love  him,  though  now  with  a  desire  that  he 
may  l>e  delivered  from  sentiments  adverse  to  the  grace  of  God." 
We  find  Chrysostom,  in  the  last  year  of  his  life,  as  Montfaucon 
reckons,  referring  to  a  monk  named  Pelagius,  who  had  "  led  a 
strict  and  ascetic  life,"  but  had  afterwards  been  "  drawn  away," 
apparently  into  the  ranks  of  Chrysostom's  enemies  ;  and  when 
TillemonL  \vrote,  it  was  generally  supposed  that  tlus  was  the 
hcreaiarch.  But  chronological  reasons  oppose  this  identification, 
for  Pel^us  certainly  had  come  to  Rome  in  the  episcopate  of 
Anastasius  (398-402),  and  then  '*sj>ent  a  very  long  time  "  there. 
He  could  hardly,  therefore,  have  been  mixed  up  in  the  Eastern 
party-strife  which  ensued  on  Chrysostom's  expulsion. 

The  question  whence  Pelagius  derived  the  notions  which  he 
worked  up  into  his  heresy  is  answered  in  the  Commomtory  of 
Marius  Morcafcor,  afterwards  the  lay  repr&sontative  of  Western 
orthodoxy  Ln  the  Nestorian  controversy:  "  Tlie  opinion,  con- 
trary to  the  Catholic  faith,  airirming  that  Adam  and  Eve  were 
created  mortal,  and  that  their  transgression  did  not  injiire  their 
posterity,  was  long  ago  expressed  amon;;  some  Syrians,  and 
mainly  in  Cilicia  by  Theodore,  sometime  bishop  of  the  town  of 
Mamsuistia/'  or  rather  Mopsuestia.  To  name  Theodore  in  con- 
nexion with  Pelagianism  is  to  touch  a  link  between  that  heresy 
and  Nestorianism.  For  Theodore  was,  in  fact,  the  father  of 
Nestorianism,  and  was  honoured  for  centuries  by  its  adherents  as 
•'The  Expositor;"  and  it  is  very  interesting  to  consider  how  the 
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two  theories  were  combmed  and  interdependent  in  a  mind  like  his, 
signally  acute,  consistent,  and  logical.  His  drift  and  trend  will  be 
best  explained  in  connexion  with  the  Nestorian  controversy  ;  but 
we  may  say  here  that  Theodore  regarded  our  Lord  not  as  Himself, 
in  literal  truth,  the  Word  incarnate,  but  as  the  one  man,  the  one 
human  person,  in  whom  that  Word  could  dwell  with  full  approval, 
and  by  whom,  accordingly,  He  acted  as  through  an  inetniment 
mom  perftict  and  eftective  than  any  other  human  agent  of  His 
will.  This  was  in  etfect  to  substitute  a  specially  close  association 
for  an  Incarnation  properly  so  called.  And  with  this  Christology 
was  united  an  anthropology  to  match.  Human  nature,  according 
to  Theodore,  was  created  mortal,  and  it  was  derogatory  to  the 
divine  justice  to  say  that  Adam's  posterity  inctirred  death  because 
of  his  sin.  To  the  question,  What  was  Theodore's  starting-point  ? 
Which  of  his  two  theories  led  to  the  other?  the  answer  might  be 
propounded  that  perhaps  an  imperfect  estimate  of  man's  moral 
need,  of  the  disease  to  be  remedied,  suggested  an  equally  imperfect 
estimate  of  the  Person  and  work  of  man's  Restorer,  so  that 
"the  Nestorian  Christ"  became  "the  fitting  Saviour  of  the 
Pelagian  man  ; "  and  so  Professor  Swete  considers  that  Theodore 
started  with  a  defective  view  of  sin,  and  then  came  to  think 
that  a  human  saint  might  be  an  adequate  Christ  by  supply- 
ing mankind  with  a  signally  impressive  example.  Or  it  might 
be  that  Theodore,  as  a  vehement  opponent  of  Apollinorianism, 
was  first  led  to  take  up  with  a  lower  view  of  Christ  as  not 
in  His  own  person  a  life-giving  re-creator  of  humanity,  and  so 
passed  on  to  a  denial  of  the  Fall  and  of  the  need  of  grace.  In 
either  case  he  persuaded  himself  that  he  was  securing  a  dae  place 
for  moral  interests  in  reference  to  the  value  of  Christ's  example 
and  to  the  prolmtion  of  human  character. 

Mercator  goes  on  to  say  that  the  theory  called  Pelagian  was 
brought  to  Rome  by  Rufinus,  a  Syrian  by  origin,  who  cleverly 
kept  his  own  name  clear  of  obloquy,  while  imbuing  Pelagius 
with  this  "  impious  absurdity."  Who  was  this  Rufinus,  who  links 
Pelagius  with  Theodore  ?  It  would  be  impossible  to  describe 
Rufinus  of  Aquileia  as  a  Sjoian  ;  and  when  we  find  Ccelestius, 
the  associate  of  Pelagius,  tracing  his  opinions  to  "  the  holy  priest 
Rufinus  who  dwelt  at  Rome  with  the  holy  Pammachius/'  we  see 
that  such  a  description  would  by  no  means  suit  the  famous 
Rufinus,  who  avoided  Rome  when  Anastasios  was  Pope,  and 
would   never  have  lived  with  the  friend  and  correspondent  of 
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Jerome.  Perhaps  liiifinus  the  Syrian  was  that  Rufinus  whom 
Jeromo  (in  controversy  with  Rufinus  of  Ai^uileia)  speaks  of  as 
having  been  sent,  with  other  friends  of  his,  into  the  West  to 
defend  a  porsou  named  Claudius  before  the  Emperor.  That 
Jerome  reckons  Rutinus  of  Aquileia  among  the  precursors  of 
Pelngius,  Ls  simply  an  iuatauce  of  his  identifying  all  who  were 
not  auti-Origeniats,  in  his  own  sense,  with  the  Pelagian  party  or 
ita  aymjKithizerB. 

It  ia  more  interesting  to  observe  the  manner  in  which  the  ideas 
communicated  by  Rufinus  were  united  in  the  mind  of  Pelagius 
with  geniuno  zeal  for  the  interests  of  practical  Christianity.  His 
book  of  EuloffUB,  or  extracts  from  Scripture  (in  Latin),  whicli 
Augustine  calls  "Capitula"  and  ''Testimonia/'  was  intended  to 
furnish  helps  in  the  daily  strife  with  sin,  and  to  quicken  the 
sense  of  moral  responsibility.  For  this  end  it  was  thick-set  with 
brief  terse  pnipositions  aftirming  the  strength  and  freedom  of  the 
will,  and  ignoring,  as  was  afterwards  contended,  the  facts  of  ita 
weakness  and  ita  need  of  restorative  grace.  A  letter  >vritten  by 
him  to  Paulinus,  abont  405,  dwelt  simihirly  on  the  "  natural 
power  '*  of  the  will,  and  was  similarly  criticized,  in  later  days,  for 
its  reticence  on  "  Christian  grace."  Further,  we  are  told  that 
certain  hortatory  letters  to  a  widow,  containing  at  least  one 
passage  which  might  well  seem  "  Pharisaic  "  in  its  tone — "  Ho 
uplifts  his  hands  worthily  to  God  who  can  say,  '  Thou  knowest. 
Lord,  how  holy  and  innocent  are  the  hands  which  I  spread  forth 
tx)  Th€>e/ " — were  confidently  attributed  (though  he  disclaimed 
the  authorship)  to  Pelagiua  ;  but  even  in  them  a  fair  judge  would 
discern  the  eager  desire  to  promote  religious  strictness.  Lastly, 
we  see  this  point  most  clearly  in  the  well-known  anecdote  that, 
while  Pelagius  was  living  at  Rome,  a  bishop  one  day  quoted  in 
his  presence  the  prayer  which  Augustine  had  recorded  in  his  Con- 
fessions :  "  Give  what  Thou  commandest,  and  then  command  what 
Thou  wilt"  "  Pelagius" — so  Augu.stine  wrote,  more  than  twenty 
years  afterwards — ^*  could  not  bear  to  hear  this  ;  he  contradicted  it 
somewhat  warmly,  and  nearly  quarrelled  with  him  who  bad  men- 
tioned it."  We  can  understand  his  feeling,  if  we  suppose  that  he  was 
aeriously  alarmed  aa  to  the  effect  of  such  words  on  the  very  prin- 
ciple of  moral  exertion.  "  Give  what  Thou  commandest !  "  he  would 
say.  "  Is  God  to  be  expected  to  save  us  '  without  oui*  stir  *  ?  Are 
we  to  sit  witli  folded  hands,  instead  of  striving,  wrestling,  taking 
the  kingdom  by  force,  labouring  and  energizing  in  the  work  of  our 
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salvation?  Surely  Cliristian.s  are  too  ready,  as  it  is,  to  excuse 
their  own  idleness  under  the  pretence  of  ilepending  on  Grod'a 
working;  to  deceive  themselves  by  talking  of  their  weakness; 
Lo  forget  that  they  can  serve  Him  11'  they  uill;  to  Ikucy  that  they 
honour  Him  by  a  listlessness  which  wears  the  mask  of  pious 
luimilityj  but  is  in  fact  no  better  than  uudutiful  and  im^^tefiil 
sloth."  Something  of  this  sort,  at  any  rate,  was  doubtless  in  his 
mind.  It  is  most  important  to  remember  that,  in  this  sense,  he 
had  *'  a  zeal  for  Clod/'  although,  being  one-sided  in  its  form,  it  was. 
emphatically,  "  not  according  to  knowledge."  As  Apollinai-is  and 
Kutytihes  were  "very  jealous"  for  Christ's  true  Divinity;  as 
Nestorius  thought  himself  called  upon  to  protest  against  any 
del>aaement  of  the  idea  of  the  Godhead  \  and,  to  come  nearer  the 
point,  as  Novatian  intended  to  bar  out  laxity,  and  as  the  Donatists 
were  enamoured  of  the  vision  of  a  si»otle33  militant  (,'hurch;  so 
the  ascetic  British-bom  sojourner  in  the  world's  old  capital  was 
thoroughly  possessed  with  the  one  idea  that  men's  wills  needed 
rousing'  into  energy,  that  they  must,  by  all  possible  means,  be 
dragged  out  of  their  comfortable  inaction,  that  they,  half  wilfully 
]»erhaps,  underrated  their  own  power  of  doing  right,  and  were  con- 
tent with  passively  expectiuc;  to  be  MTOught  iiptin,  moulded,  and 
saved,  by  a  "  mercy  **  or  "  bounty "  which  should  leave  them 
notiiing  to  do.  Thus  it  was  that  he  mistook  the  true  sense  of 
Augustine's  "  Give  what  Thou  commandest."  He  caught  at  one 
side  of  the  twofold  truth,  and  practically  nullified  the  other, 
because  that  one  side  was  in  his  eyes  all-important. 

With  this  genuine  moral  earnestness,  and  this  intellectual 
Umdency  to  exaggeration,  we  can  imagine  Telagius  welcoming  the 
thoughts  which  Rufinus,  perhaps,  had  formulated,  aa  containing  the 
lesson  which  the  times  needed.  He  knew  not,  as  he  brootled  over 
them,  that  he  was  "  halving,"  and  therefore  corrupting  and  niaiining, 
the  Divine  morality  of  the  gospel,  and  that  a  leaven  of  unchristian 
pride  within  his  own  soul  was  making  him  revolt  against  the 
mystery  and  the  humiliation  involved  in  the  full  doctrine  of  man's 
fall  and  of  God's  redeeming  grace  ;  that  he  was  eflectively  raising 
up  an  "  imag:ination  "  agiunst  the  true  "  knowledge  of  God,"  and 
undervaluing  his  obligations  to  the  Restorer  and  the  Sanctifier. 
We  may  summarise  the  theory  which  he  began,  as  early  as  405, 
to  shajte,  and  aiutiously  uml  graduall)'  to  advocate,  in  two  brief 
.sentences — the  first,  and  in  some  sense  the  more  prominent,  of  these 
(x>sitions   being   logically  grounded  on  the  second:    "We  need 
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no  special  supematitral  Grace,  and  that  because  we  have  no  inborn 
diaeafle  of  Sin."  He  began  by  thinking  and  speaking  about  the 
former  point;  but  he  at  once  proceeded  to  connect  it  with  the 
latter,  So  it  was  that  while,  at  Rome,  Pelagius  became  conspicuous 
by  his  arguments  about  the  raoml  sufficiency  of  natural  freewill — 
ai^ment3  which  Augustine  oharacteri2es  as  levelled  against  grace 
— he  was  also  employed  on  a  (-(namentary  on  St.  Paiil's  Ejiistles, 
in  which  he  set  forth  many  objections  against  the  idea  of  trans- 
mitted or  inlierited  siofulnesH,  but  took  care  to  do  so  in  the  character 
i>f  an  opfionent  or  querist  (one  «_ir  more)  rather  than  in  his  own 
person.  This  work,  finished  before  the  final  siege  of  Rome,  wan 
addressed,  says  Marius  Mercator,  "  to  those  on  whose  fHendship 
the  author  could  i"ely." 

Pelagius  had  spent  u  long  time  at  Rome  when  he  was  joined 
by  a  keen-wilted  associate,  whose  dialectical  skill  had  been  trained 
at  the  Unman  bar.  This  wa'^  Ccelestius,  whom  some  siippose  to 
have  been  an  Irishman,  on  the  ground  of  certain  expressions  in 
Jerome,  which  others,  more  prol>ably,  apply  to  Pela^iis :  certainly 
that  fiery  controversialist  would  not  have  scrupled  to  vilipend 
Pelagias  as  very  likwly  not  oven  a  British  provincial  but  a  native 
of  the  still  more  distant  island  distinguished  from  Britain  by  the 
title  of  "l>arbaric/'  and  on  that  aasiirajition  to  sneer  at  him  as  one 
who  had  been  "  fattened  on  Irishmen's  porridge."  Coelestius,  after 
his  practice  at  the  bar,  had  spent  some  time  in  a  monastic  cell, 
whence  he  wrote  three  letters  to  his  parents,  which  CJennadius  of 
Marseilles,  the  cnntiniiator  of  Jerome's  series  of  brief  biographies 
De  Virut  Uluntriffft.^  and  himself  an  approximator  to  Pclagianism, 
describes  as  "useful  for  all  who  were  seeking  to  know  God"  and 
as  "exhorting  to  the  practiuii  of  virtue."  In  him,  therefore,  aa 
in  Pelagius,  there  was  probably  this  sincere  but  ill-directed  zeal 
against  indolent  and  sell'-excusing  Christians;  but  in  him,  still 
more,  apparently,  than  in  Pelagius,  there  was  a  disposition  to 
rationalise,  to  expLiiu  away,  the  distinctively  evangelical  doctrines 
of  the  Fall  of  Man  and  the  New  Creation,  ami  to  cast  all  religious 
questions  into  the  mould  of  hard  disputatioas  logic.  Some  speci- 
mens of  hia  writings,  to  be  presently  referred  to,  account  for  the 
language  used  by  Augustine  as  to  Ccelestius's  subtle  and  acute 
intellect,  and  as  to  the  "  outspoken  boldness  "  in  which  he  surpassed 
his  more  cautious  master;  they  also  illustrate  the  expression  of 
Marius  Mercator  in  the  first  of  his  two  Commonitories,  "  He  im- 
bibed in  the  most  unr|iialified  manner  the  impious  theory  of  Pelagius, 
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jind  by  liia  incredible  loquacity  made  many  persons  partakers 
and  accomplices  of  hi3  own  infatuation."  And  hia  dialectical 
turn,  while  it  reminds  one  of  Arius,  illustrates  a  point  wbdch  is 
curiously  suggestive.  The  strength  of  Pelagianism,  aiiart  from  its 
appeals  to  moral  earnestness,  lay  in  a  sort  of  common  sense 
logic,  which,  as  mere  logic,  might  seem  intellectually  satisfactory, 
but  which  proved  utterly  helpless  when  it  had  to  deal  with  the 
mysteries  of  human  nature  in  itself  and  in  its  relation  to  God. 
To  those  "  tremendous  paradoxes "  {bo  adopt  the  language  of  a 
vivid  writer)  which  the  unhappy  and  the  conscience-stricken  can 
understand,  tho  Pclaf^an  ha^  no  key ;  he  simply  "  stares  at  them 
and  passes  Uy/'  as  if  they  did  not  exist. 

The  two  friends  left  Home  in  the  year  before  it  was  taken  by 
Alaric,  that  is,  in  409.  They  proceeded  first  to  Sicily,  where,  as 
we  infer  from  a  letter  -written  some  years  afterwards  to  Augustine, 
they  deposited,  so  to  speak,  some  germs  of  thought  which  contained 
the  essence  of  Pelngianism — an  excessive  estimate  of  man's  moral 
capacity,  and  a  denial  of  "original  sin.'*  They  then  crossed  over 
to  Airica:  Pelagius  paid  a  short  visit  to  Hippo,  and  thence 
betook  himself  to  Carthage.  Whereas  at  Hippo  he  had  been  very 
reticent  as  to  Lis  opinions,  at  Carthage  he  seems  to  Ixavt,;  persuade*! 
several  persons  to  tliink  and  say  that  **  infants  were  baptized,  not 
for  remission  of  sin,  hut  in  order  to  be  sanctified  in  Clirist."  Some 
such  udk  reached  Augustine's  ears,  and  once  or  twice  he  liim- 
self  met  Felagius.  But  he  was  absorbed  at  that  time  in  the 
business  of  the  Donatist  Conference  of  411 :  although  what  he 
heard  was  a  startling  novelty,  yet  he  had  no  good  opportunity  for 
attacking  it ;  the  speakers  were  jKirsons  of  no  weight ;  tlie  matter 
slipped  easily  out  of  his  mind.  Towards  the  end  of  that  year 
Felagius  departed  for  Palestine;  Ccelestius  remained  at  Ciirliiage 
and  endeavoured  to  obtain  admission  to  the  priesthood.  "  But," 
saya  Augustine,  "  by  the  faithfiJ  boldness  of  the  brethren,  he  was 
brought  before  the  bishop  as  judge,  on  account  of  these  very  dis- 
putations against  the  grace  of  Christ."  Paulinus,  the  deacon  and 
biographer  of  St  Ambrose,  presented  a  fonnal  indictment,  or 
"libellus,"  to  Aurelius,  bishop  of  Carthage,  accusing  Ccelestius  of 
having  not  only  asserted  in  his  own  person,  but  disseminated  by 
his  agents  through  various  provinces,  the  following  errors.  Marius 
Mercator  copied  them  from  the  records  of  this  Carthaginian  inquiry, 
which  were  before  him  when  he  wrote ;  and  by  combining  the 
accounts  in  his  two  Couimonitories,  and  comparing  them  with 
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Augostine's  account  in  his  treatise  De  Gesiis  Pdatfii^  we  obtain  the 
seven  propositions  imputed  to  Ccelestius : 

1.  Adam  was  created  mortal :  whether  he  had  sinned  or  not, 
he  would  have  died. 

2.  Adam's  sin  harmed  himself  only,  not  the  human  race. 

3.  Infants,  when  bom,  are  in  that  state  in  which  Adam  was 
before  his  transgression. 

4.  As  all  mankind  did  not  die  through  Adam's  death  or  traua- 
gression,  neither  do  they  rise  again  through  the  ResuiTection  of 
Christ. 

5.  The  Law  "  sends  men  to  the  Kingdom  of  Heaven,"  just  as 
the  Gospel  does. 

6.  Even  before  our  Lord  came,  there  were  men  who  lived  with- 
out sin.     To  which  apparently  was  added  by  way  of  corollary — 

Men  can  live  without  sin  and  easily  keep  God's  command- 
ments, if  they  choose. 

7.  Infants,  even  if  unbaptized,  have  life  eternal. 
In  the  Council  or  Cuurt  of  Inquiry,  before  which  these  charges 

Ccelestius  were  laid,  Augustine  was  not  present.  But 
Aurelius  did  his  part  well,  with  dignity  and  perspicacity ;  he 
caused  each  article  to  be  read  separately,  and  asked  Coelestius 
what  he  had  to  say  to  it.  On  the  second  article  Ccelestius  said. 
"  I  have  certainly  expresaed  doubts  as  to  the  transmission  of  sin, 
but  I  have  not  dogmatically  denied  it.  I  have  said  that  I  would 
agree  with  any  one  to  whom  God  had  grunted  the  grace  of  know- 
ledge ;  for  I  have  heard  different  opinions  on  the  subject  from 
men  who  held  the  nmk  of  presbyters  in  the  CatlioUu  Church." 
Thereupon  Paulinus — who  probably  remembered  some  emphatic 
language  of  St.  Ambrose  on  the  effect  of  Adam's  sin  on  his  pos- 
terity—desired Coelestius  to  name  the  persons  referred  to  ;  and 
Coelestius  answered,  as  the  minutes  report,  **  The  holy  presbyter 
Ilufinus,  who  abode  at  Rome  with  the  holy  Painmachius — I  have 
beard  Aim  say  that  there  is  no  transmission  of  sin."  "Any  one 
else  ? "  "  Yes,  I  have  heard  others  also  say  the  same."  *'  Tell  us 
their  names,"  rejoined  Paulinus.  "  Is  not  one  priest  enough  for 
you  ? "  asked  Ccelestius.  The  bishop  of  Carthage  ordered  other 
articles  to  be  read ;  and  then,  referring  to  the  third  article  as  to 
the  negation  of  inherited  sinfulness  in  infants,  asked  Coelestius 
whether  he  had  ever  taught  what  the  deacon  Paulinus  imputed  to 
him.  "  Let  him  explain,"  said  Coelestius,  "  what  he  means  by 
'before  Adam's  transgression.'"     "Do  you  rather  deny,  if  you 
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can,"  said  Paulinus,  "  that  you  have  taught  this.  Either  dLsclaim 
it  or  condemn  it — one  of  two  things."  Again  Ccelestius  demanded 
further  explanation ;  again  Paulinus  proposed  his  alternative. 
Aurelius  interposed :  "  You  mean,  brother  Paulinus — do  you  not  ? 
— that  Adam,  in  paradise,  was  at  first  immortal,  and  then,  by  dis- 
obeying the  commandment,  became  mortal  \ "  "  Yes,  my  lord." 
"  Well,|then,  what  the  deacon  Paulinus  wishes  to  know  is,  whether, 
in  Coelestius's  opinion,  infanta  before  baptism,  at  the  present  day, 
are  in  the  same  state  as  Adam  before  his  transgression,  or  derive 
the  guilt  of  transgression  from  that  sin-stained  origin  from  which 
they  are  born."  Cffilestius  repeated  that  he  had  heanl  **  many 
Catholics  deny  the  transmission  of  sin,  and  others  assert  it.  Let 
it  be  a  matter  for  discussion,  not  a  matter  of  heresy.  I  have 
always  said  that  infants  need  baptism,  and  ought  to  be  baptized  : 
what  more  does  he  want  ?  *'  He  presented,  says  Augustine,  a 
"libellus"  or  memorial,  in  which  he  amplified  this  statement  by 
saying  that  infants  needed  baptism  in  order  to  be  "  ixjdeemed ;  *'  but 
Lo  would  go  no  further.  He  would  not  admit  any  transmitte<i 
taint;  he  would  not  condemn  the  various  propositions  imputed  to 
him ;  and  after  several  sittings  the  Council  pronounced  him  ex- 
communicate. Marius  Mercator  tells  us  that  he  at  first  "  thought 
of  appealing  from  this  sentence  to  the  judgment  of  the  bishop  of 
Rome,"  who  possessed  an  acknowledged  yet  indefinite  primacy ; 
"but  he  soon  laid  aside  this  plan  uf  appeal,  betook  himself  to 
Ephesus.  and  there  had  the  assurance "  to  renew  his  application 
for  the  priesthood.  The  CouncQ  of  Carthage  appears  to  have 
drawn  up  seven  propositions  in  negation  of  those  attributed  t<i 
Ccelestius,  and  Augustine  and  other  bishops  did  their  best  to  warn 
their  people  against  theories  which  they  unhesitatingly  set  down 
as  novelties  dcwtnictive  of  true  beUef  in  the  Eederaption.  In  x\ 
sermon  preached  about  this  time,  Augustine  insists  that  to  say 
that  infancy  has  "  notliing  for  Jesus  to  save  is  to  deny  that  Christ 
M  Jesus  to  Christian  infants  ; "  and  that  such  a  denial  is  incom- 
patible with  the  sound  rule  of  faith.  In  another,  he  declares  that 
of  all  the  mass  of  human  beings  derived  from  Adam,  there  is  not 
one  who  is  not  sick,  and  none  is  healed  save  by  Christ's  gi*ace  ; 
that  if  infants  brought  to  baptism  are  affirmed  to  have  no  inherited 
guilt,  the  Church  ought  to  answer,  "  Take  these  innocents  hence ; " 
and  that  the  doctrine  now  called  into  question  was  part  of  the 
( 'hurch's  inviolable  heritage,  received  from  the  faith  of  the  Fathers, 
and  to  be  held  fast  persistently  to  the  end. 
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But  Augustine  was  now  called  upon  for  the  first  tiuie  to  engage 
in  direct  polemics  against  what  we  may  henceforward  call  Pela- 
gianism.  The  decree  of  Aurelius  had  not  silenced  all  discussion. 
Every  day  Augustine's  friend  and  correspondent,  the  tribune 
Marcellinus,  then  still  alive  at  Carthage,  wn.s  wearied  by  endless 
talk  about  the  rationuh  of  infant  baptism ;  and  he  wrote  tu 
Augustine  for  a  sound  sUtoment  of  the  case.  Here  we  may  pause 
for  a  moment  to  observe  that  the  practice  of  infant  baptism  wiis 
not  indeed  invariably  adopted — for,  as  in  Augustine's  own  case, 
parents  often  thought  it  best  to  defer  a  child's  christening  nutil 
later  in  life,  and.  in  spite  of  the  exhortations  of  great  Fatliers,  too 
many  persons  would  stUl  think  it  safest  to  defer  baptismal  re- 
sponsibilities until  the  approach  of  death — yet  waa  regarded  aa  a 
Church  usage  lifted  abovu  criticism  or  gainsaying.  Churchmen, 
therefore,  assuming  its  legitimacy,  would  naturally  wish  to  have  it 
brought  under  the  shelter  of  a  principle.  As  we  have  just  seen, 
Cadestius  gave  his  own  account  of  its  reasonableness  :  he  did  not 
explain  it  merely  as  an  admission  to  external  Church  fellowship, 
nor  as  the  "  pledge  "  or  guarantee  of  future  divine  blessing ;  still 
less,  if  possible,  did  he  refer  to  any  "  hypothetical  '*  construction  of 
the  language  which  accompanied  it.  He  admitted  that  infantn 
brought  to  baptism  did  then  and  there  receive  a  benefit,  and  actual 
interest  in  Christian  "redemption."  Thus  the  question  presented 
itself  for  answer;  and  heuc*  the  appeal  of  MarcelUnus,  which 
produced  Augustine's  treatise  in  three  hooks,  "  On  the  Deserts  of 
Sins  and  their  Eemission,"  written  in  the  latter  part  of  the  year  412. 

In  this,  his  earliest  anti-Pelagian  work,  Augustine  contended  that 
since  baptism,  whenever  ailministered,  was  professedly  administeretl 
"  for  remission  of  siii,"  such  administration  must  take  place  in  the 
baptism  of  infants,  for  to  suppose  on  unreality  in  this  respect 
would  be  "execrable  and  detestable."  Turning  to  the  interpreta- 
tion of  Scripture,  he  maintained  that  St.  Paul's  text,  "Through 
one  man  sin  entered  into  the  world,  and  death  through  sin,"  could 
not  fairly  be  interpreted  with  reference  to  the  mere  imitation  of 
Adam's  transgression  by  his  posterity,  but  must  imply  some  real 
relation  between  the  nature  derived  from  Adam  and  a  state  of 
condemnation  affecting  all  who  inherit  it,  independently  of, 
antecedently  to,  any  personal  sin  on  their  part,  even  as  justifica- 
tion consists  not  merely  in  a  *'  following  of  Christ,"  but  acceptance 
of  and  union  with  Him  aa  the  Source  of  a  purified  humanity. 
Augustine   puts   aside   as  futile   the  distinction  drawn  between 
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being  baptized  for  remission  of  sin  and  being  baptized  for  salva- 
tion, and  insists  tbat  infant  baptism  must  bave  for  its  doctrinal 
basis  the  existence  of  what  he  described  aa  oriijinale  jitccatnm^  or 
'*  sin  "  attacliing  to  every  one  from  birth — our  Lord's  human  soul 
of  course  excepted.  The  second  book  is  devoted  to  the  denial  of 
actual  sinlessnesa  in  any  human  soul  hut  that  of  our  Lord,  In 
the  third — which  has  the  forin  of  a  letter— Augustine  criticises 
statements  in  Telagius's  Commentary  on  St.  l*aul,  and  declares 
that  he  does  not  know  of  any  orthodox  writer  who  had  ever 
denied  "  original  sin." 

Now,  here  we  encounter  an  infelicitouH  phrase,  which  could 
not  but  involve  the  debate  in  ambiguities,  and  which  gave  t<j  hia 
opponents  an  occasion  for  even  sharper  antagonism  thau  would 
in  any  case  hiive  uccompanied  the  controversy.  For  *'peccutum" 
suggests  sin  in  the  ordinary  sense,  an  act  of  personal  revolt  against 
(rod's  will,  for  which  we  are  responsible  as  for  any  other  act  of 
our  own ;  whereas  what  is  with  ua  "  originale/'  or  contracted  at 
our  very  birth,  is  a  condition  of  moral  tlisorder,  a  taint,  a  warp,  a 
twist,  affecting  our  inner  nature  and  constituting  what  might  be 
described  as  a  principle  of  sin — in  Pauline  phrase,  a  "  law  of  sin ;  " 
a  corruption  innate,  the  material  out  of  which  actual  sin  will  de- 
velop, a  propensity  or  bias  towards  evil,  *'  a  baseness  in  the  blood 
at  strange  war  with  something  good  " — called  theologically  "  con- 
cupiscence " — which  perverts  the  will-power  from  the  outset. 

That  such  a  bias  does  exist  in  human  nature  is  a  fact  which, 
as  Mozley  has  said,  is  not  only  acknowledged  but  proclaimed 
even  by  "  worhljy  philosophers  and  poets,"  and  the  modern 
doctrine  of  heredity  (under  whatever  limitations)  accentuates  our 
dependence  on  antecedents  manifold  and  even  remote — though  if 
it  thus  abates  the  difficulty  attacliing  lo  "inherited  sinfulness," 
it  needs  to  be  balanced  by  a  recognition  of  those  corrective  forces 
which  go  far  to  cut  off  the  entail  of  evil.  Here,  then,  is  a 
verdict  of  universal  experience,  attesting  what  various  writers 
have  described  as  a  "worldwide  disfigtirement  of  human  life," 
a  "fault  or  vice"  in  mankind  as  such,  a  "fatal  taint"  nmning 
through  the  mass,  a  "  power  which  makes  for  unrighteousness 
in  the  life  shored  by  the  race,"  and  which  shows  its  baneful 
presence  in  even  the  earliest  movements  of  cliildish  self-will. 
In  the  awful  words  of  Newman,  "  the  human  race  is  involved 
in  some  terrible  aboriginal  calamity;  it  is  out  of  joint  with 
the  purposes   of    its   Creator;    and    thus    the    doctrine   of  what 
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is  theologically  called  original  sin  becomes  almost  as  certain 
as  that  the  world  exists,  and  as  the  existence  of  God."  Now,  if 
religion  professes  to  interpret  man,  it  must  have  something  to  say 
on  so  tragical  a  matter.  No  doubt,  its  accredited  mouthpieces  may 
go  wrong  at  this  or  that  point  of  their  interpretation.  They  may 
forget  Pascal's  remark  that  the  trausmission  of  sin  from  the  first 
parent  took  place  under  conditions  diflering  from  our  own,  and 
is  beyond  the  reach  *'  of  our  pi^esent  capa<uty ; "  they  may 
l>e  over-confident  in  their  inferences  from  scriptural  language, 
may  exaggerate  the  taint  into  a  "  total  corruption,"  or  over- 
state the  connexion  between  it  ami  the  first  "  transgression,"  as 
if  that  primal  sin  were  literally  imputed  to  all  the  descendants 
of  the  transgressor, — whereas,  without  going  to  these  lengths,  there 
is  only  too  much  solidarity  for  evil  attaching  to  the  race  as  a 
whole.  But  some  accoimt,  however  provisional  and  tentative, 
they  must  offer;  some  comment  they  must  make  on  the  "  stupen- 
dous and  distressing  fact,"  as  seen  in  the  light  of  Christian 
I'edemption, 

Another  letter  from  Marcellinus  produced  the  most  beautiful 
and  the  most  characteristic  of  all  Augustine's  writings  on  the 
doctrine  of  Evangelical  G-race — the  book  "On  the  Spirit  and  the 
Letter."  He  insisted  in  this  work  on  the  absolute  necessity  of 
excluding  all  evasivo  and  inadequate  senses  of  gmee,  and  of  recog- 
nising it  as  a  presence  of  the  Holy  Spirit  within  the  soul,  bestowed 
not  in  view  of  any  pre-existing  goodness  in  the  man,  but  for  the 
piu^se  of  creating  true  holiness  and  thereby  seciuing  the  fulfil- 
ment of  the  '*  claim  "  of  the  moral  law.  This  leads  him  to  give 
his  matured  view  of  the  great  text,  2  Cor.  iii.  6,  "The  letter 
killeth,  but  the  Spirit  giveth  life."  The  "  letter  "  was  not,  as  he 
had  once  thought,  the  literal  or  immediate  pm-port  of  Scripture. 
It  was  the  moral  law  simply  as  law,  a  series  of  prohibitory 
mandates,  standing  as  it  were  outside  the  man,  commanding  and 
threatening,  imposing  on  the  mind  a  new  consciousness  of  what 
was  sinful,  but  not  awakening  in  the  heart  any  sympathy  with  the 
divine  will :  the  result  would  be  to  irritate  the  conupt  human  will 
to  an  even  passionate  resistance,  as  a  stream  is  fretted  by  a  mass 
of  rock  in  its  course — the  simile  is  Augustine's — and  so  to  produce 
moral  *' death."  And  the  "Spirit"  meant  the  presence  of  the 
Inspirer  of  holy  desires,  entering  into  the  soul,  appealing  to  the 
affections,  calling  forth  love  in  answer  to  love,  enabling  the  will  to 
unite  itself  cordially  with  the  will  of  a  recognised  Father,  and 
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thereby  "writing  His  law  on  the  heart,"  and  making  the  whole 
man  "live"  unto  Him  and  in  Him.  This  is  one  of  the  most 
satisfying  pieces  of  exegesis  which  we  owe  to  Augustine :  he  is 
never  more  truly  at  his  best  than  when  he  thus  exhibits  the 
specialty  of  the  Gospel  as  bringing  thu  divine  Love  and  the 
divine  Strength  into  intimate  union  with  the  soul  of  the  believer, 
awakening  gratitude  and  trust,  and  thus  enlisting  the  afl'ectiona  on 
the  side  of  an  oliedience  which  will  not  be  gi-udged  submission  but 
whole-hearted  loyalty.  The  principle  is  of  far-reaching  application  : 
any  rule  of  obser^^ance  or  of  conduct,  however  good  it  may  be, 
however  venerable  in  its  sanctions,  will  be  but  a  "  letter  that 
kiUeth,"  so  long  as  it  is  followed  from  "  obedience  without  love," 
as  a  debt  to  be  paid,  a  task  to  be  f;ot  through.  It  is  only  when  we 
associate  it  with  the  Infinite  Goodwill,  and  find  in  it  a  new 
opportunity  of  filial  responsiveness,  that  it  becomes  in  its  degree 
a  manifestation  of  the  working  of  '*  the  Spirit  that  giveth  life." 

With  the  "  De  Spiritu  et  Littera  "  must  be  combined  a  long  letter 
to  Honoratus  "On  the  Grace  of  the  New  Testament"  touching  in 
part  on  the  doctrine  of  Christian  justification,  as  constituted  in  the 
possession  of  the  divine  gift  called  grace,  and  as  originating  the 
whole  series  of  those  "  good  works  which  God  hath  prcpareil 
that  we  should  walk  in  them."  And  here  it  may  be  observed  that 
Anguatine's  unfaniilinrity  with  Greek  (caused  possibly,  in  part,  by 
his  old  dislike  of  Homer  lessons)  led  him  ■wrong,  to  some  extent, 
on  two  not  unimportant  particulars.  He  mistook  the  force  of 
f^'  t^  in  Rom.  v.  12,  misrendered  in  quo  in  the  Latin  version,  by 
understanding  it  to  mean  literally  '*  in  Adam  *'  in  the  sense  of  an 
imputation  of  Adam's  sin  to  "  all,"  whereas  it  means  "  inasmuch 
as;"  and  he  assumed  that  to  "justify"  meant  to  make  or  render 
righteous,  whei'eas  this  is  but  a  derivative  sense,  secondary  to  its 
proper  Pauline  mefluiing  of  restoring  to  divine  favour  or  placing  in 
a  state  of  acceptance.  Yet  that  strangely  involved  c<^ntext  does 
insist  on  a  causal  relation  between  sin  and  deaths  does  imply  in 
verse  14  that  the  sin  which  brought  death  on  the  multitudes  who 
had  "  no  law  " — who  could  not  incur  death,  as  did  Adam,  by  break- 
ing a  known  commandment— must  in  some  sense  have  been  that 
of  the  first  parent,  and  does  expressly  afBrm  this  in  verses  15  and 
17:  and  of  the  twelfth  verse  an  excellent  commentator  has  said 
that  "the  words  'through  one  man'  afifect  the  whole  of  it.**  A 
bare  theory  of  "  imputation/'  either  of  Adam's  sin  or  of  Christ's 
merits,  would  create  a  serious  moral  difficulty.     We  must  suppose. 
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in  the  former  case,  tlie  presence  of  a  taint  or  corruption,  "  per- 
vading "  the  whole  race  as  death  pervades  it ;  and  in  the  latter,  a 
moral  condition  on  the  part  of  the  person  "  justifiecl'*  a  geniune  if 
only  inchoato  self-surrender,  a  faith  which  alreiidy,  to  some  extent, 
operates  through  love. 

Tha  extraordinary  versatility  and  activity  of  Augustine's  mind 
are  illustrated  by  the  fact  that,  while  he  was  thus  grappling  with 
a  new  theological  controversy  varied  in  asj^ects  and  far-reaching  in 
issues,  he  was  beginning  the  most  famous,  perhaps,  and  the  most 
elaborate  of  all  his  treatises,  which  afterwartls  attracted  the  admi- 
ration and  interest  of  Charles  the  Great,  who  used  to  have  it  read 
to  liim  at  dinner-time.  The  work  "  On  the  City  of  God  *'  was 
designed  in  the  first  instance  as  a  reply  to  the  stock  argument  of 
paganism,  familiar,  as  Tertullian  tells,  to  pagan  life  amid  the 
troubles  of  the  second  f^eiitury,  "  It  is  Ckristianity  that  haa  brought 
these  miseries  on  the  empire :  they  are  a  punishment  for  desertion 
of  the  rites  which  had  made  Rome  great."  Marcellinus  had  heard 
that  sullen  growl  of  the  still  powerful  heathen  remnant,  and  urged 
Augustine  to  take  the  point  in  hand.  But  the  work  grew  and 
grew  as  Augustine  thought  and  wrote:  he  poured  into  it  vast 
stores  of  erudition  as  to  pagan  religion  and  phQosophy;  he 
attacked  the  pleas  which  connected  paganism  with  public 
prosperity  or  with  the  soul's  welfare  after  death ;  and  only  in  the 
eleventh  book  did  he  come  to  the  main  theme,  the  contrast 
between  the  City  of  God,  the  spiritual  Christian  society,  and  the 
City  of  this  World,  in  their  progress  and  their  character.  It  may 
indeed  be  thought  that  he  failed  in  two  respects:  first  in  his 
attempt  to  prove  that  Christianity  had  not  been  prejudicial  to  the 
liomau  State  as  such,  whereas  a  religion  that  was  "jealous"  of  all 
rivals,  that  refused  to  stand  side  by  side  with  the  worship  of  the 
Capitoline  Jupiter,  that  rebuked  pagan  laxities  by  its  own  uncom- 
promising standard  of  conduct,  could  not  but  act  as  an  irresistible 
solvent  on  the  huge  State-structure  that  had  so  long  been  held 
together  by  polytheism  and  Csesar-worship ;  and  next,  through  im- 
perfect recognition  of  that  fact  which  St.  Paul  had  emphasized,  and 
which  ecclesiastical  zeal  has  only  too  often  ignored — namely,  the 
sacredness  of  the  civil  order,  of  the  State,  as,  in  a  true  sense, 
'*  God's  minister,"  and  as  not  to  be  associated  with  "  the  world  "  in 
the  sense  in  which  Christians  have  to  renounce  the  world. 

The  treatise  was  commenced  in  the  early  summer  of  413,  shortly 
before  the  execution  of  Marcellinus,  who  had  been  accused,  as  we 
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have  already  seen,  of  complicity  in  the  revolt  of  Heraclian,  the 
"Count"  of  Africa.  Anxiety  while  there  seemed  to  be  hope  for 
his  fiiend's  life,  and  grief  when  his  fate  was  sealed,  might  well  be 
supposed  to  have  absorbed  all  the  feelings  in  Augustine's  mind  at 
this  critical  period  ;  but  he  was  never  more  active  in  a  literary 
sense.  He  had  written  a  book  "  Ou  Faith  and  Works,"  by  way  of 
conl'uting  a  strange  form  of  SoUfidianism,  which  iisserted  that  a 
believer,  eveij  if  he  led  a  bad  life,  would  be  "  saved  so  as  by  fire ; " 
and  on  the  ^th  of  Jime,  by  desii'e  of  bishop  Aurelius,  he  had 
delivered  a  sermon  at  Carthage,  uidiappily  characterized  by  what 
will  strike  a  modem  reader  as  indifference  to  the  truth  of  the 
divine  equity,  in  its  relentless  application  of  Rom.  v,  18  to  the 
case  of  unbaptized  infants,  whose  condemnation,  he  hod  already 
said,  was  inevitable,  though  it  would  be  "  of  the  gentlest  kind." 
To  Augustine,  we  must  confess,  the  moral  difficulties  which  we 
feel  as  clinging  to  his  uncompromising  logic  on  these  topics  were 
hardly  intelligible ;  he  took  a  short  way  with  them  by  his  favourite 
quotation  "  0  the  depth  !  ",  the  very  context  of  which  might  have 
taught  him  better  (Rom.  xi.  32,  33).  On  the  subject  of  inherited 
sinfulness,  of  a  defilement  needing  to  be  cleansed,  he  read  out  a 
striking  passage  from  the  64th  letter  of  Cyprian — a  doctrinal 
authority  which  in  that  place  would  be  held  to  admit  of  no  appeal 
— to  the  effect  that  an  infant  on  coming  into  the  world  contracts 
"the  contagion  of  the  ancient  death  of  Adam,  and  needs  baptism 
for  the  remission  of  sins  which  are  another's  and  not  Ids  own." 
Towards  the  end  of  the  sennon  he  adopts  unusually  forbearing 
language  towards  the  followers  of  Ccelestius  :  he  will  not  call  them 
heretics,  but  rather  brethren  who  have  got  out  of  their  depth ;  but 
he  insists  that  the  question  is  really  fundamental,  that  the 
doctrine  assailed  is  "  established  by  the  full  authority  of  the 
Church,"  and  that  erroneous  teachers,  if,  after  full  time  has  been 
allowed  them,  they  persist,  must  needs  be  put  under  censure. 

Another  expression  of  his  convictions  was  drawn  forth  by  a 
Sicilian  named  Hilarius,  who  consulted  him  on  some  points  raised 
by  Pelagius  in  Sicily.  Could  any  man  live  absolutely  without 
sin  ?  According  to  Scripture,  Augustine  answers  (in  a  letter 
reckoned  as  the  157th  of  the  series  of  his  letters),  no  man  ever 
did  or  does  ;  but  the  contrary  opinion  is  not  an  intolerable  error. 
Wliat  is  far  worse — indeed  detestable — is  to  maintain  that  fireewill 
can  prodnce  good  acta  without  the  aid  of  grace.  Then  as  to  the 
condition  of  infants :    they  cannot  be  saved,  they  must  be  lost. 


i 
I 


XXXIII.J 


The  Rise  of  Pelagtanistn, 


^75 


■ 


without  being  united  to  Christ ;  and  they  cannot  be  in  Christ, 
cannot  be  regenerate,  except  through  baptism.  He  insists  on  the 
purollolism  of  the  two  Adams,  and  attributes  the  salvation  of  Old 
Testament  worthies  to  tlieir  faith  in  the  coming  Messiah.  On  a 
perfectly  different  point  he  gives  a  balanced  and  moderate  judg- 
ment. Was  the  mere  possession  of  riches  sinful  ?  A  notion  to 
that  effect  might  have  seemed  to  the  monk  Pelagius  the  only 
adequate  construction  of  certain  Crospel  texts ;  but  Augustine 
affirms  that  it  is  possible  for  men  to  have  the  necessary  spirit  of 
self-renunciation  without  literally  giving  up  all  their  proj>erty  to 
the  poor.  Here  observe  that  it  is  the  advocates  of  a  Christianized 
"  naturalism  "  who  are  fanatically  intolerant  of  anything  short  of 
complete  and  tangible  surrender  of  riches,  or  even  of  property 
short  of  riches ;  and  it  is  the  Catholic  doctor  who  says  in  effect, 
"  Distinguo,"  who  upholds  the  principle  of  a  diversity  of  gil'ta  and 
capacities,  and  insists  on  a  recognition  of  the  ordinary  as  well  as 
of  the  extraordinary  degrees  of  Christian  attainment.  Lastly,  in 
reply  to  the  question,  "  Is  any  kind  of  swearing  lawful  ?  *'  he  lays 
it  do^vn  that  it  is  best  not  to  swear  at  all — that  to  swear  habitually 
is  to  rLsk  lapsing  into  perjury — but  that  to  swear  truthfully  is  not 
a  sin. 

Yet  again  we  find  him  appealed  to,  with  more  important  re- 
sults, by  two  young  Pelagians,  Timasius  and  James.  The  famous 
British  monk  had  persuaded  them  to  forsake  the  world  for  what 
was  deemed  the  especial  "service  of  God."  They  now  sent  to 
Augustine  a  work  which,  they  said,  was  by  Pelagius.  Would  he 
read  it  and  answer  it  ?  They  had  begun — through  the  reading  of 
some  of  his  writings — to  reconsider  their  position ;  and  therefore 
they  apply  to  him  for  further  light.  Augustine  read  the  work, 
and  his  reply  is  a  treatise  *'  On  Nature  and  Grace,"  in  which  he  did 
not  keep  back  the  ^repellent  side  of  his  theory  with  regard  to  all 
who  die  without  having  heard  of  Christ,  or  its  connection  with 
strict  predestinarianism  ;  but  the  book  must  rank  high  among  his 
anti-Pelagian  writings  for  its  historical  bearing  on  the  whole  con- 
troversy ;  he  took  a  long  time  over  it,  and  the  delay  caiLsetl  some 
disappointment.  It  contains  many  extracts  from  the  work  under 
consideration,  which  exhibited  the  argumentative  "ocuteness"  of 
the  author,  his  "  plausibility  "  in  argument — in  short,  *'  hia  great 
ability  ;  "  all  this  his  critic  fully  recognises,  commends  his  protest 
against  an  "  untruthful  humility,"  and  acknowledges  that  he  thinks 
he  is  pleading  for  God  by  "  defending  nature,"  and  that  he  is 
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zealous  against  those  who  make  their  "  weakness  an  excuse  for  sin." 
Augustine  even  illustrates  tliis  notion  by  quoting  Sallust,  "  Men 
speak  falsely  when  they  complain  of  their  own  nature."  And  at 
first  he  thought  that  Pelagiua  was  really  coming  round  and  admit- 
ting the  necessity  of  gi-ace.  "  This  delighted  me  extremely  ;  but 
as  I  read  on,  I  began  to  suspect  that  by  'grace'  he  meant  only 
natural  power/'  that  is,  the  power  of  free  choice,  freely  bestowed 
on  man  at  his  creation.  In  that  sense,  as  he  says  further  on, 
Pelagius  asserted  "  the  grace  of  God,"  with  a  show  of  indignation 
at  being  supposed  to  ignore  it.  What  he  was  thinking  of  appears, 
.says  Augustine,  from  the  phrase  wliich  he  repeatedly  uses,  "  the 
Author  of  nature ; "  he  means,  in  short,  a  natural  moral  power. 
But  iliat  was  not  grace,  and  to  affirm  it  was  not  wliat  was  required. 
The  question  was,  Did  he  admit  an  inherent  moral  disease,  which 
needed  a  supematund  restorative  force  really  imparted  through 
Christ,  in  answer  to  Christian  prayer,  and  in  order  to  help  men  to 
avoid  sin  ?  On  this  point  the  treatise  in  question  was  "  remark- 
ably silent."  There  was  no  avowal  of  belief  in  any  such  tran- 
scendent operation,  first  originative  or  prevenient,  then  co-operative 
or  suBtaining ;  and  to  come  short  of  this  was  (consciously  or  not) 
to  '*  frustrate  the  grace  of  God,"  to  "  make  the  Cross  of  none 
effect,"  to  sink  the  Saviour  in  the  Instructor,  to  exaggerate  man's 
|K)ssibility  or  capacity  of  avoiding  sin,  to  imagine  that  nature  was 
not  so  damaged  and  wounded,  so  marred  and  ruined,  that  ita 
"  sickness  "  was  not  so  universal,  as  was  in  truth  the  case.  At  one 
j>oint  we  come  nearly,  but  not  quite,  in  sight  of  a  modern  con- 
troversy :  Augustine,  in  dealing  with  the  question  whether  any 
human  being  save  Christ  had  ever  lived  wholly  without  sin, 
iidmits.  tentatively,  another  exception :  *'  For  the  honour  of  our 
Lord,  I  do  not  choose  to  have  any  question  raised  as  to  the  holy 
Viigin  Mary  when  we  are  treating  of  sins;"  but  by  "sins"  ho 
means  here,  not  "original  sin/*  but  sins  i>ersonal  or  actual,  so  that 
his  words  give  no  support  to  the  theory  of  her  "  Immaculate  Con- 
ception/' On  the  whole,  he  inclines  to  think  that  no  man  ever 
attained  to  sinlessness ;  the  question  is  not  important,  except  in 
connection  with  the  Pelagian  theory  that  man  not  only  could  keep 
himself  from  all  sin,  but  could  do  so  by  uuassisted  natural  power 
Augustine  concludes  his  treatise  by  considering  some  passages 
(about  the  question  of  sinlessness)  quoted  by  Pelagius  from 
approved  Church  writers,  as  Hilary,  Ambrose,  Chrysostom,  and 
Jerome,  and  pronouncing  them  irrelevant,  as  were  also,  he  added, 
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some  words  cited  from  an  early  work  of  his  own  on  "  Free  Choice." 
Here  we  may  notice  his  courtesy  :  "  I  ought  not  to  be  unfrrateful 
for  the  honour  he  has  done  me."  "  But,"  he  proceeds  in  effect, 
"the  context  will  show  that  I  was  referring  to,  and  presupposing, 
ft  capacity  not  natural  but  imparted  through  Christ.*' 

Pelagius,  as  we  have  already  seen,  ha<l  been  bred  up  in  the 
monastic  life ;  and  we  must  now  observe  the  line  which  he  took 
in  reganl  to  a  remarkable  monastic  self -dedication.  Among  the 
lUiman  ladies  who  had  fled  to  Africa  was  Demetrias,  a  member  of 
one  of  the  noblest  of  Roman  families,  in  wliich  "the  consulate 
seemed  hereditary."  Without  prompting  from  her  pious  mother 
and  grandmother,  she  resolved,  after  tlie  example  of  St.  Agnes,  to 
embrace  the  life  of  a  dedicated  virgin.  Thin  act  excited  general 
admiration,  and  was  hailed  with  joy  by  the  African  Church. 
Jerome,  in  his  letter  of  congratulation,  written  iu  414,  went  so 
far  in  hyperbole  as  to  say  that  it  might  even  **  slake  the  smoulder- 
ing ashes  of  Home,"  and  that  the  tidings  had  made  Italy  "  lay 
aside  her  mourning  vestmenta,  as  if  thu  Gothic  host  had  been 
destroyed  by  lightning."  He  descends,  lioM'ever,  from  these  ex- 
travagant flights  to  give  Demetrias  advice  as  to  Scripture  study, 
regulated  but  not  excessive  fasting  (as  to  which  he  says  that  he 
has  known  "  overmuch  abstinence  to  aft'ect  the  brain  "),  avoidance 
of  all  dangerous  society,  whether  male  or  female,  judicious  ex- 
penditure of  wealth  on  the  poor  and  on  "  God's  servants/'^not, 
says  the  austere  recluse,  who  had  almost  the  feeling  of  a  Puritan 
un  that  point,  on  building  and  decorating  churches :  "  I  do  not 
tdame  such  work,  but  I  only  say  it  is  not  for  you."  He  prescribes 
six  hours  of  prayer  (midnight,  morning,  terce.  sext.  none,  and 
evening),  and  desires  her  also  to  divide  her  day,  and  prevent  it 
from  seeming  long,  by  a  variety  of  employments,  such  as  the 
womanly  labours  of  the  loom ;  he  warns  her  against  Origenistie 
sjieculations,  and  bids  her  cleave  to  the  faitli  of  Pope  lunocent ; 
he  drops  a  hint  on  the  peril  of  spiritual  i>ride  which,  one  must 
think,  part  of  his  own  letter  might  have  encouraged ;  he  gives 
very  sensible  advice  against  too  much  solitude ;  he  holds  up  as  u 
warning,  in  another  direction,  the  self-pleasing  laxity  of  somti 
virgins  who  brought  discredit  on  their  class.  This  was  Jerome's 
counsel  to  Demetrias ;  but  from  Palestine  came  also  a  different 
letter,  which  her  mother's  importunity  drew  forth  from  the 
"  British  monk,"  who  had  lived  in  such  repute  at  Rome.  Pe- 
lagius began  by  insisting  on  the  power  of  the  will,  but  expressly 
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added  tliat  in  a  Christian  it  was  "  aided  by  the  assistance  of  divine 
grace ; "  he  was  eloquent  on  the  dignity  and  judicial  authority  of 
conscience  as"  presiding  in  the  citadel  of  the  soul/*  and  deciding 
as  to  evil  and  good ;  he  recited  examples  of  Old  Testament  piety ; 
he  went  fully  into  details  of  Christian  duty  as  to  the  government 
of  thought,  desire,  and  feeling,  as  well  as  of  act  and  word,  distin- 
guishing betweeu  thoughts  which  simply  lloat  before  the  mind 
and  those  which  are  welcomed  by  a  sinful  consent ;  he  bade  the 
daughter  of  "the  illustrious  Anician  house"  remember  that  true 
nobleness  had  its  scat  in  the  soul ;  he  advised  the  same  thoughtful 
and  systematic  study  of  Scripture  to  which  Jerome  himself  had 
exhorted  her»  and  reminded  her  tliat  reading  must  be  accompanied 
and  fertilised  by  earnest  and  devout  approaches  to  God.  He 
satirised  hypocritical  ascetics  who  cast  do^vn  their  eyes,  sighed 
repeatedly,  called  themselves  miserable  sinners,  but  at  the  first 
affront  broke  forth  into  fury.  In  another  passage  he  censured  the 
languid  sloth  of  those  who  replied  to  the  divine  commands  by  com- 
plaining, *'  It  is  too  hard — we  can't  do  it ;  we  are  but  human,"  On 
the  whole^  a  religion  of  realities,  not  of  professions,  was  set  forth 
as  the  one  tiling  needful.  The  writer  enlarged  with  solemn  emphasis 
on  the  need  of  great  labour  for  an  eternal  prize,  on  the  urgency 
and  awfulness  of  preparing  for  the  judgment. 

Was  there,  it  might  be  asked,  any  heresy  in  this  letter  ?  The 
need  of  an  "  aiding  grace  "  was  more  than  once  acknowledged  ;  and 
if  in  one  passage  Pelagius  told  Demotrias  that  "  no  one  beside  her- 
self, no  one  external  to  herself,  could  bestow  on  her  those  riches 
that  were  spiritual " — words  which  Augustine  criticized  in  a  letter 
to  her  mother  Juliana — the  expression  might  well  be  harmonized 
■with  that  need.  But  one  who  believed  in  the  necessity  of  real 
inwardly- working  grace  would  undoubtedly,  on  reading  Pelagius's 
langmige,  have  said  that  such  divine  assistance,  transcending  both 
natural  capacities  and  opjwrtunities  of  moral  instruction,  and 
ap|)eiiling  directly  to  the  wiU  with  tl»e  offer  to  help,  was  not  recog- 
nised ;  and  that,  interpret  as  one  might,  it  could  not  be  called  a 
satisfactory  or  evangelical  statement  of  the  case^  if  for  no  other 
reason  than  this,  that  it  exaggerated  the  moral  resources  of  human 
nature,  and  did  not  assign  to  a  present  and  supernatural  move- 
ment of  God's  Spirit  the  formation  of  Christian  holiness  in  man, 
"  It  does  no  more  than  imply,  though  it  does  imply,  his  uncatholic 
opinions :  "  this  is  Newman's  estimate  of  the  letter. 

The  next  scene  in  the  controversy  was  opened  by  means  of 
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what  might  seem  an  insignificant  event — the  arrival  of  a  young 
SpaniBh  priest  in  the  port  of  Hippo.  Paulua  Orosius  of  Tarragona, 
a  maritime  city  then  tlie  capital  of  one  of  the  three  Spanish 
provinces,  was  doubtless  but  one  among  many  Catholic  ecclesiastics 
who  experienced  the  hostility,  and  retreated  before  the  attacks,  of 
the  Arian  Visigoths,  Vandals,  Alans,  and  Sueves,  who  had  lately 
invaded  the  j)eninsulH.  He  waa  driven  from  his  home,  liud  a  very 
narrow  escaj)e  for  his  life,  and  was  thankful  to  *ind  a  refuge 
in  the  "kindly  bosom'*  of  Roman  Africa.  But,  as  he  himself 
expresses  it,  be  was  "  more  grievously  wounded  by  the  presence 
of  fabe  teachers  "  than  by  the  liercest  foes.  Two  of  his  fellow- 
citizens,  each  bearing  the  name  of  Avitus,  had  travelled  to  the 
East  in  consequence  of  the  Priacillianist  controversy,  and  had 
brought  back  Origenistic  opinions,  which  in  part  corrected  the 
Spanish  heresy,  but  in  ]>art,  as  Orosius  thought,  were  equally 
unsound.  He  was  startled  by  hearing  of  the  pre-existence  and 
original  equality  of  all  spiritual  beings  ;  of  the  series  of  ministra- 
tions diachar>Ted  In  various  ]>eriods  by  the  Son  of  God ;  of  the 
temporsiry  and  i)urgatorial  cliaracter  of  the  so-called  '*  eternal  tire," 
and  even  of  the  ultimate  salvation  of  Satan  himself.  "  A  strong 
inwartl  impulse,"  as  he  litmself  tells  us,  led  him  to  choose  his  new 
abode  with  reference  to  the  best  opportunities  of  theological 
inatructioii.  Wliy  not  go  straight  fco  Hipjio,  and  settle  himself 
where  he  could  consult  the  great  bishop  Augustine  ?  He  acted 
on  the  thought.  He  readied  Hippo,  apparently  at  the  beginning 
of  415.  and  found  that  two  Spanish  bishops  had  already  asked 
Augustine's  opinion  on  certain  forms  of  error.  Unfeignedly 
desirous  of  getting  at  the  truth,  and  of  "  becoming  a  vessel  meet 
for  use  in  the  Ix)rd's  house/*  Orosius  wrote  and  presented  to 
Augustine  a  memorial  respecting  Origeuism  and  Pi'iKcilliauism. 
Augustine  wrote  a  short  treatise  in  answer.  On  PrisciUianism 
he  was  content  to  refer  Orosius  to  his  own  writing's  a<iainst  the 
parent  error  of  Manicheism ;  on  Origenism  he  was  moi-e  diffuse, 
and  distinctly  rejected  the  Universalist  gloss  which  made  "  eternal  '* 
mean  no  more  than  "long-continued."  On  some  points  of 
Origenistic  speculation,  he  took  occasion  to  warn  his  yoimg  friend 
'.against  the  attempt  to  know  what  could  not  be  known ;  and  he 
concluded  by  affectionately  commending  him  to  the  "  One  true 
Teacher  "  who  could  read  liis  heart,  and  who  had  given  him  that 
"love"  wherewith  he  was  ''knocking"  for  fuller  knowledge. 

Among  the  questions  which  had  perplexed  Orosius  was  that 
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of  the  origin  and  nature  of  the  sonl.  Augustine  had  long  been 
interested  in  this  inquiry.  Some  twenty-six  years  before,  when 
writing  "  On  Free  Will/'  he  had  discussed  vnrious  theories  on  the 
subject ;  quite  recently,  in  a  correspondence  with  a  bishop 
Evodius,  he  had  considered  the  coutlitions  of  the  soul's  existence 
after  death ;  and  Jerome  had  advised  the  late  "  tribune  **  Mar- 
celliaus  to  ask  Augustine's  opinion  as  to  the  soul's  origin,  especially 
whether  each  soul  was  created  and  then  embtxiied,  or  whether,  as 
moat  of  the  Westerns  thought,  it  was  transmitted  by  descent — 
the  question,  as  it  was  aft-erwards  put^  between  Creatioiiism  and 
Traducianism.  Augustine  took  the  opportunity  of  Orosius'a 
presence  in  Africa  to  op^ni  communications  with  Jerome  on  the 
matter.  He  advised  Orosius  to  go  to  Palestine,  consult  Jerome, 
and  bring  Lis  answer  back ;  and  he  sent  to  Jerome,  by  Orosius,  a 
long  letter  on  the  **  Origin  of  the  Soul,"  in  which,  after  stating 
what  he  thought  certain  on  the  subject,  i.t.  that  the  soul  was  not 
part  of  (jkid,  nor,  in  the  ordinary  sense,  corpareAl,  and  that  it  hafl 
lapsed  into  sin  by  its  own  fault,  he  asked  his  friend,  whom  he 
knew  to  be  sound  on  the  point  of  "  original  sin,"  to  tell  hita  when 
or  where  th:Lt  sin  was  "contracted,"  and  intimated  the  difficulty 
that  he  found  in  adopting,  with  Jerome,  the  Creationist  theory,  in 
view  of  the  sufferings  of  infanta  and  of  their  eondemnabion  if 
unbaptized.  In  another  letter  he  asked  Jerome  what  lie  thought 
of  the  relation  of  sins  to  each  other;  whether,  aa  he  rejected  that 
Stoic  theory  of  their  equality  which  had  been  advocated  by 
Jovinian,  he  also  rejected  thel^notiou  of  the  inseparable  connexion 
of  virtues.  Granting,  said  Augustine,  that  virtues  are  inseparable, 
it  does  not  follow  that  vices  are ;  one  vice,  in  fact,  is  sometimes 
removed  by  another;  and  the  woixls  of  St.  James  (ii,  10)  might 
well  mean  that  eveiy  sin  isi  an|  ofi'ence  against  the  one  principle 
of  charity. 

With  these  two  letters  to  Jerome,  and  with  a  copy  of  the 
letter  in  i*eply  to  Ililarius,  Orosius  arrived  in  Palestine  about 
midsummer  in  415.  He  found  himself  speedily  involved  in  the 
discussion,  not  of  tiie  origin  of  the  soul,  but  of  the  questions 
raised  by  Pelagius.  For  Jerome  had  begun  to  attack  tiie  Pelagian 
theory  of  sinlessneas,  in  a^^letter  to  an  inquirer  named  Ctesiphon  ; 
he  traced  the  new  opinions  to  pagan  pluk»sophy,  insisted  that 
according  to  Scripture  no  man  had  ever  lived  "  without  sin  "  (the 
phrase  used  by  the  new  school  instead  of  "sinless,"  which  the 
Eastern   Churches    woiUd   not   have   endured),  and   accused   the 
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Pelagians  of  using  "  grace  "  as  a  mere  sjuonjioL  'for  natural  free- 
will and  for  moral  precepts  given  in  God's  law.  He  denounced 
Ccelestius's  "  thorny  syllogisms  "  or  *'  definitions,"  which  exhibited 
PelagianLsm  in  a  series  of  sharp  logical  formulas ;  repelled  the 
imputation  of  Manicheism,  freely  made  by  Pelagians  against  their 
opponents,  as  if  the  belief  in  the  corruption  of  nature  implied  that 
it  had  not  been  created  good ;  declared  that  to  assert  the  Fall  and 
the  need  of  real  grace  was  not  to  call  nature  evil,  nor  to  deny, 
oxplicitly  or  virtually,  fi*eewill  in  man.  And  when  Orosius 
iU'rived  at  Bethlehem,  he  found  JoTome  engaged  on  a  larger  work 
against  the  Pelagians — his  Dialogues,  in  three  books,  between 
-Vtticus,  "  a  Catholic,"  and  Oiitobulus,  "  a  heretic  "  who,  curiously 
enough,  is  made  to  complain  of  his  opponent's  "dialectical" 
sophistry.  Critobulus  is  charged  with  saying,  "Man  cau  avoid 
sin  if  he  will."  "  True/'  he  answers,  '*  but  of  course  '  hy  the  grace 
of  God  *  must  be  miderstood  ;  to  say  that  sin  could  be  avoided 
without  it  were  sacnlego."  But  he  is  soon  shown  to  use  "  grace  " 
evasively,  and  to  deny  man's  moral  dependence^  for  each  particular 
good  action,  upon  a  present  helj)  tram  above  such  as  is  "  besought 
throughout  the  Psalter."  The  q^uestion  of  sinlessness,  as  usual. 
comes  up.  Critobulus  adduces  some  texts  from  Scripture,  in- 
cluding 1  John  iii.  9.  aud  Atticus  interprets  them  in  conformity 
to  the  n.'itural  sense  of  such  a  text  as  1  John  i.  H.  He  points  to 
the  future  of  the  saved  as  the  unly  sphere  of  true  moral  "  per- 
fection ; "  and  it  is  remarkable  tliat  he  treats  the  rebuke  addressed 
by  St.  Paul  to  St.  Peter  as  real  and  deserved.  He  criticizes  some 
passages  in  Pelagius's  work,  before  mentioned,  called  "  Capitula  " 
(Jerome  characteristically  makea  him  remark  that  a  Christian 
teacher  must  often  say  unpleasant  things);  he  insists  that  men 
might  be  "righteous/*  yet  not  actually  "sinless;"  and,  in  reply  to 
the  assertion  that  "  a  man  can  easily  keep  God's  commandments  if 
!io  chooses/'  he  indignantl)^  denies  that  Christian  precepts  are  so 
"  easy  '*  of  fultilmont,  inasmuch  as  some  cases  of  ignorance  are 
said  to  involve  sin,  and  to  follow  the  Crucified  is  no  child's  play. 
He  accuses  his  opponent  of  Jovinianism  on  the  subject  of  baptism, 
as  if  it  ensured  the  recipient  against  any  future  lapse ;  he  en- 
deavours to  meet  the  argument,  "  On  your  showing,  God  causes 
the  sins  of  men  whom  He  refuses  to  aid/'  by  asking  whether  it 
might  not  be  pushed  into  atheism  on  the  ground  of  God's  per- 
mission of  evil ;  he  declares  that  "  Adam  did  not  sin  because  God 
foreknew  that  he  would,  but  God  foreknew  that  he  would  thus 
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abuse  his  freedom  ; "  he  upholds  the  reality  of  that  freedom  in 
consistency  with  the  facts  of  man's  weakness  and  God's  power ; 
he  censures  Pelagixis's  letter  to  Demetriaa,  and  his  fillej^'cd  letter 
to  a  \vidow,  as  tainted  by  Pharisaic  arrogance  ;  and  concludes  by 
broadly  asserting  that  all  infants  are  born  in  -sin^  by  referring 
his  adversary  to  certain  writings  of  "  the  holy  and  eloqTient  bishop 
Augustine,"  and  by  associating  Peluginni.sm  with  Origenistic 
"  error  "  on  the  pre-existence  of  human  aouls. 

Such  were  the  thoughts  that  occupied  the  great  student  of 
Bethlehem  when  Orosius — "a  poor  unknown  foreigner,"  as  he 
describes  himself — came  thither  "  at  Father  Augustine's  bidding, 
to  learn  the  fear  of  the  Lord  while  sitting  at  .Ferome's  feet."  He 
had  thought  to  remain  there  unnoticed,  but  he  found  himself 
summoned'  by  the  priests  of  Jerusalem  to  attend  n  meeting  at 
their  church,  for  the  consideration  of  the  Pelagian  difficulty. 
Their  bishop  was  the  same  John  who  had  been,  as  we  remember, 
at  feud  with  Epiphaniua  an{]  Jerome  on  the  ( )rigcnistic  controversy  ; 
and  Jerome,  in  400,  had  sneered  at  him  as  **  a  supercilious  prelate 
who  fancied  himself  the  only  wise  and  eloquent  man  in  the  world.*' 
Naturally  John  regaided  his  %ddely  renowned  neighbour  as  a 
scholar  who  had  gone  over  to  a  party  of  obscurantists  ;  and  he  was 
evidently  indisposed  to  agree  with  him,  or  even  with  Augustine, 
about  Pelagius.  But  still  he  courteously  directed  the  Spanish 
priest  who  might  represent  their  minds,  and  had  come  fresh  from 
their  influence,  to  take  liis  seat  among  the  assembled  clergy.  This 
diocesan  synod,  as  we  may  call  it,  was  held  on  July  28,  415,  All 
the  presbyters  at  once  desired  Orosius  to  tell  what  lie  knew  of  the 
African  Church  proceedings  in  regard  to  Pelagius  or  Coelestius. 
He  obeyed ;  and  added  that  Augustine  was  then  at  work  on  a 
treatise  against  Pelagius,  i.e.  the  book  "On  Nature  and  Grace." 
"  I  have  also  here  a  letter  written  by  him  to  a  Sicilian,"  i.e.  to 
Hilarius,  "which  discusses  several  opinions  of  the  heretics." 
**  Bead  it  to  us."  Orosius  thereupou  read  the  letter  in  question. 
After  this,  John  desired  that  Pelagius  might  be  brought  in.  He 
entered  accordingly ;  a  tall,  stout,  broad-shouldered  man,  whose 
appearance,  as  Orosius  sarcastically  intimates,  did  not  suggest 
any  idea  of  ascetic  self-discipline,  but  whose  contident  bearing 
would  at  once  show  the  assembly  that  he  came  prepared  to  hold 
his  own.  His  first  words  were  decisive  on  this  point:  being 
asked  whether  he  owned  to  have  taught  the  doctrines  which 
Augustine   had   controverted,    ejj.   the   possibility,   or  even    the 
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facility,  of  sinlessness,  the  denial  of  original  sin,  etc.,  be  answered, 
'•  And  what  is  Aiigustiae  to  mo  ?  "  Fortliwith  an  outcry  arose :  "  He 
insults  the  bishop  whom  God  employed  to  restore  Cliurch  unity 
in  Africa  1 "  "  Turn  him  out,"  exclaimed  some  ;  "  Excommuni- 
cate him,"  cried  others.  But  the  bishop  interposed — with  tranquil 
dignity,  as  would  be  said  by  a  friend  of  Pelagius,  althougl;  Orosius, 
who  was  in  a  state  of  sensitive  excitement,  saw  in  his  conduct 
the  temper  of  a  partisan,  He  bade  Pelagins  take  a  seat — "a 
layman,"  says  the  indignant  Spaniard  in  his  narrative,  "among 
presbyters,  a  manifest  heretic  in  the  midst  of  Catholics  j"  but 
John  was  determined  to  show  his  independence  of  any  African 
precedents,  and  said  significantly,  "  /am  Augustine  here."  Orosius, 
uuabashedj  and  naturally  mortified  by  the  turn  which  matters 
were  taking,  said  very  bluntly,  '*  If  you  represent  Augustine, 
follow  his  sentiments/'  The  bisliop  gravely  asked  whether  the 
statements  complained  of  were  imputed  to  Pelagius  personally,  or 
to  others  ;  if  to  Peliigius  himself,  let  liim  be  distinctly  charged 
with  having  said  this  or  that.  Orosius  was  quite  ready  :  *'  Pelagius 
has  told  me  " — he  did  not  say  where  or  when — "  that  man  can  be 
without  sin,  and  easily  keep  God's  commandments,  if  he  phrases." 
"  I  cannot  deny,"  said  Pelagius,  "  that  I  have  said  this,  and  do  say 
this."  Orosius  rejoined  that  this  proposition  had  been  condemned, 
when  asserted  by  Ccelestius,  in  the  African  synod,  and  hatl  been 
censured  by  Augustine  and  by  "  blessed  Jerome/'  whose  letter  to 
Ctesiphon  he  referred  to,  and  withal  mentioned  the  work  on  which 
Jerome  was  then  engaged,  and  in  which  he  was  "  grasping  the 
slippery  dragon  with  a  hook,  so  that  it  could  not  wriggle  away  " — 
alluding  to  Job  xli.  1  [xl  L'O]  in  LXX.  Unmoved  by  tlus  vehemence, 
the  old  bishop  called  on  Orosius  and  others  who  supported  him  to 
take  up  the  formal  position  of  accusers  of  Pehxgius ;  but  they 
Infused,  on  the  ground  that  they  were  simply  informing  him,  as 
bishop  of  Jerusalem,  on  the  subject  of  previous  episcopal  judgments 
condemning  this  "layman's  "  heresy  :  an  answer  wluch  could  not 
satisfy  John,  for  Pelagius  at  any  rate,  hwi  not,  like  Ccelestius, 
been  formally  tried  and  condemned  by  any  s3mod.  Orosius  inti- 
mates that  the  bishop  went  on  to  talk  in  an  "  Origeniziug  "  strain 
on  the  possibility  of  sinlessness,  but  that  he  himself  adliered  to 
his  position  as  a  simple  narrator  of  the  African  Church  proceedings. 
"  I  am  a  son  of  the  Catholic  Church :  do  not  ask  me.  Father,  to 
set  myself  up  aa  a  teacher  above  teachers.  Fathers  approved  by 
the  whole  Church  and  in  communion  with  you  have  prrmounced 
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these  opinions  heretical:  I  bow  to  their  sentence.  Why  ask  a 
son's  opinic^D,  when  you  hear  liis  father's  decision  ?  "  The  hot- 
headed Spaniar<.l  was  s^joiliiig  his  case  by  treating  the  sentence  of 
one  provincial  Church  against  one  person  as  superseding  all  trial 
of  his  associate  by  the  bishops  of  another  Church — an  utterly 
untenable  claim,  which  John  would  of  course  resent.  A  long 
discussion  followed,  and  Orosius  tells  us  that  his  words  suffered 
from  niiBtranslation,  omission,  and  even  interpolation,  on  the  part 
of  the  person  employed  to  put  them  into  Greek ;  so  that  he  was 
at  some  disadvantage.  The  point  of  "  sinlessness  "  being  raised, 
Pelagius  put  his  opinion  into  this  form  :  "  I  do  ihot  say  that  man's 
nature  has  been  endowed  with  a  capacity  of  being  free  of  sin, 
but  that,  il'  he  will  strive  and  labour  for  his  own  salvation,  God 
gives  him  this  power  to  be  free."  Thereupon  some  voices  muttered, 
"  He  did  say,  *  Without  God's  grace  a  man  can  become  perfect ; '  " 
and  forthwith,  as  "  blaming  such  a  statement,"  bishop  Jolin  cited 
the  text,  1  Cor.  xv.  10,  in  which  God's  gnice  was  expressly  men- 
tioned— meaning  that  Pelagius  would  surely  accept  that  langnage. 
Pelagius  thereupon  said,  *'  Anathema  to  him  who  teaches  that  man 
can  become  perfect  without  God's  aid  " — a  clearer  term,  it  might 
be  said,  than  "  grace,"  and  yet  itself  capable  of  being  Tised  evasively. 
*'  Is  not  this  enough  ?  "  aaked  the  bLshop.  "  If  he  had  said  it  was 
possible  without  God's  aid,  that  would  indeed  have  been  heresy  ; 
but  now,  when  he  says,  '  Not  without  God's  aid,'  what  do  you  say 
against  him  ?  Do  you,"  he  added  ironically,  "  deny  God's  aid  ?  " 
"  No,  assuredly,"  said  Orosius ;  **  I  anathematize  those  who  deny 
it.  I  am  asserting  it  against  heretics  ;  but "  he  proceeded,  thinking 
that  John  was  a  partisan  of  Pelagius,  and  feeling  impatient  at  the 
misstatements  of  the  interpreters  of  bus  Latin,  "  the  heretic  is  a 
Latin — I  am  a  Latin — the  nuestiou  should  be  left  to  Latin  judges ; " 
and  other  voices  had  the  boldness  to  challenge  the  bishop  as 
disqualified,  by  his  partiality,  for  the  task  of  judging  the  cause. 
The  hearers  were  apparently  perplexed,  and  could  get  no  further 
than  the  resolutions  tt)  write  to  Pojm  Innocent  and  engage  to 
abide  by  his  decision,  to  impose  silence  on  Pelagius.  and  also 
to  forbid  all  reproachful  language  towards  the  bishop  himself. 
Thereupon  "  the  Eucharist  was  celebrated,  the  kiss  of  peace 
exchanged,  and  all  joined  in  common  prayer." 

And  so  the  Jerusalem  conference  broke  up,  having  done 
no  more  than  barely  indicate  the  underlying  issue,  whether 
divine   help  for   human   cunducl  *'  was   to  be  expected  through 
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the  channel  of  nature  or  through  the  channel  of  grace."  Neaily 
seven  weeks  passed  away ;  the  great  anniversary  festival  of  the 
<tedication  of  the  Cathedral  of  Jemaalem  came  round  on  September 
I3tli.  Orosius  went  to  pay  his  respects  to  the  bishop,  and  wils 
astounded  at  being  repulsed  as  "  a  blasphemer."  "  When  did  I 
ever  utter  a  blasphemy  ?  "  "I  heard  you  say  that  not  even  with 
God's  aid  could  a  man  be  without  sin."  "  I  never  said  anything 
of  the  kind,"  returned  Orosius ;  *'  if  I  was  heard  to  say  it^  why  was 
I  not  at  once  checked  and  called  to  account  ? "  He  preferred, 
ii3  ho  himself  says,  to  suppose  that  the  interpreter  had  doue  him 
injustice,  rather  than  to  impute  wilful  calumny  to  John  ;  but  he 
set  himself  to  write  a  "  Defence  "—the  pamphlet  from  which  we 
have  derived  so  much  information,  and  which  he  addressed  to  a 
body  of  "  priests,"  apparently  the  presbyters  of  Jeriisalem.  He 
is  constrained,  he  says  at  the  outset,  iu  Justice  to  himself,  to  wrrit^ 
in  open  denunciation  of  Pelagius  and  Coclestius,  in  whose  persons 
Urigen,  lYiscillian,  Jovinian,  are  again  alive  for  the  detriment  of 
the  Church.  He  recounts  recent  events,  appeals  to  "  the  Most 
High  Trinity  of  Almighty  God,  and  to  all  His  Catholic  servants/' 
in  vindication  of  his  own  honesty,  when  he  utterly  disclaims  the 
words  ascribed  to  him  by  the  bishop ;  affirms  his  full  belief  in 
Divine  Omnipotence  ;  notices  Pelagius's  change  of  language  from 
''Man  can,  if  he  wills,  be  sinless,"  to  "Man  can  be  sinless  witli 
God's  aid;"  criticizes  the  amended  formula,  however  explained; 
affirms  that  One  Man  only  could  be  sinless — not  from  defect  iu 
divine  power  to  make  men  sinless,  but  from  the  condition  of 
frail  humanity ;  remarks  on  facts  which  show  that  no  man  has 
all  virtues;  explains  the  Scripture  phrase  "just  men"  as  used 
relatively ;  asserts  the  continual  present  bestowal  of  divine  help. 
but  refers  the  bestowal  of  alxsolute  sinlessness  to  the  future 
consummation  of  the  redeemed ;  declares  that  he  and  aU  Catholics 
regard  nature  not  as  "  evil,"  but  as  "  weakened,"  and  do  not 
suppose  God  to  have  commanded  what  was  impossible,  but  rather 
to  assist  man's  weakness  by  grace.  Orosius  concludes  by  protesting 
'^lat  he  hates  the  hereby,  not  the  heretic  ;  but  that  he  must  needs 
ftToid  the  heretic  because  of  the  heresy :  "  Let  him  only  condemn 
it  by  word,  and  under  his  hand,  and  he  will  be  united  to  us  all 
in  the  bond  of  brotherhood." 

A  brief  interval  of  quitit  was  followed  by  another  collision 
between  the  contending  parties.  Two  Gallic  bishops,  Heros  and 
Lazarus,  had  for  some  reasons  been  expelled  from  the  sees  of  Aries 
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and  AL\.  They  are  afterwards  unfavourably  described  by  Zosiraus, 
when  bishop  of  Eome ;  but  it  may  be  supposed  that  the  retd 
cause  of  prejudice  against  them  was  that  they  were  favourites 
of  the  usurper  Constantine,  who  had  reigned  for  some  years  over 
Gaid,  Spain,  and  Britain,  and  had  been  put  to  death  in  411 
after  attempting;  to  save  himself  by  rwceivinj^  ordination  as  a 
priest.  Whether  or  not  it  were  true  that  I^uarus  had  repeatedly 
"slandered  the  innocent,"  that  Heros  had  tyrannized  over  his 
clergy,  that  both  had  resigned  their  sees,  we  find  thera  preparing 
formal  accusations  a^^'ainst  Pelagius  and  Ctclestius  at  the  end  of 
415.  when  a  synod  of  fotirteen  bishops  was  summoned  tu  meet  at 
Diospolis,  the  ancient  Lydda.  under  the  j)residency  of  Eulogiiis  of 
CsBsarea  as  metropolitan  of  Palestine.  It  met  tm  the  20th  of 
December.  Neither  of  the  two  Gallic  prelates  appeared,  because 
one  of  them  was  ill.  and  the  other  excused  himself  ou  the  giound 
that  he  could  not  leave  him:  but  their  "libellus"  was  read  and 
interpreted,  and  Pelagius  was  questioned  on  the  matters  alleged 
against  him.  Ho  had  a  very  favourable  opportunity,  which  he  knew 
how  to  make  use  of,  and  he  took  oare  to  produce  a  brief  but  very 
</oiirteous  letter  reci-ived  about  two  years  before  from  Augustine. 
John  of  Jerusalem  helped  him  somewhat  by  giving  an  account 
uf  the  recent  couference,  not  without  reflections  on  Orosius  and 
other  anti-1'elagiaus ;  and  thus  the  bishops  were  disposed  to  judge 
him  favourably  when  he  explained  the  sense  in  which,  as  he  said, 
he  had  used  the  words  comi)lained  of  in  the  memorial,  *'  A  man 
ooold  not  be  without  sin  unless  he  had  a  knowledge  of  the  law." 
"  1  did  not  mean,"  he  said,  '*  that  he  who  had  the  knowledge  of  the 
Law  of  God  could  not  sin,  but  that  he  was  greatly  helped  by  such 
knowledge  to  avoid  sin,"  alluding  to  the  LXX.  of  Isa.  viii.  20, 
••He  gave  a  law  for  help."  "That,"  stud  the  bishops,  "is  not 
contrary  to  Church  doctrine.  Let  another  article  be  read." 
"  Pelagius,"  so  ran  the  memorial,  "  has  said  that  all  men  are  niled 
by  their  own  will " — a  statement  which  Augustine  supposed  to 
exclude  divine  ruling.  "  Yes,"  said  Pelagius,  *'for  we  have  free- 
will, and  God  helps  it  to  choose  good/*  "  Tliis  also  is  not  contrary 
to  Church  doctrine."  A  third  and  certainly  rather  captious  accu- 
sation was  brought  forward.  When  Pelagius  was  asked  why  he 
had  said  that  "  sinners  should  bum  eternally,"  it  was  easy  for  him 
to  quote  Matt.  xxv.  46 ;  the  accusers  had  taken  up  this  point  as 
if  to  show  that  he  made  no  distinction  between  sinners  who  had, 
and  sinners  who  had  not,  rested  on  Christ  the  Foundation.     "  To 
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deny  eternal  puniahmont,"  ndded  Pelagius,  "isOrigeniam ;"  and  the 
Council,  of  course,  approved.  "  Next,  he  says  that  evil  does  not  so 
much  as  come  into  the  thoughts  of  good  men."  "  I  only  said,  they 
ought  to  study  to  avoid  evil  thoughts."  This  was  accepted — 
naturally,  says  Augustine ;  but  he  adds,  to  say  that  evil  does  not 
come  into  a  good  man's  thoughts,  in  the  sense  of  presenting  itself 
without  being  entertaiuud,  is  not  tru^.  "  A  fifth  [HjLut;  Telagius 
said,  *  Even  in  the  Old  Testament  the  Kingdom  of  Heaven  was 
promised/"  "Well,  1  followed  the  authority  of  Daniel  (vii.  18)." 
"This  is  not  heterodox,"  said  the  bishops.  "Sixth:  ho  said,  *  A 
man  can  be  sinless  if  he  pleases/  and  he  wrote  to  a  widow  in  terms 
wliich  encourage  self-righteousness  " — which  M'ere  recited,  e.g^  the 
reconunendation  so  to  live  as  to  be  able  to  say,  "  Lord,  Thou 
knowest  how  holy  ore  these  hands,"  etc.  Pelagius  again  explained  : 
"  I  did  not  say  that  any  man  had  been  sinless  all  his  life,  but  that 
a  man  converted  from  sins  might  keep  out  of  sin,  by  his  own 
labour  arid  God's  grace,  bub  not  so  as  to  be  incapable  of  falling 
away.  As  for  the  otlier  passages,  they  are  not  mine ;  I  have  never 
said  anything  of  the  kind."  The  Council  welcomed  this  recognition 
of  "  God's  grace,"  which  was  combined  with  the  requirement  of 
labour  (thus  implicitly  excluding  "  facility  ").  and  which  was  ac- 
companied by  an  anathema  against  those  wlio  wrote  the  words 
disclaimed,  but  "  as  fools,  not  as  heretics."  After  these  six 
:irticles,  six  others  came  on,  which  were  taken  from  the  lan- 
guage of  Ckelestius  as  condemned  by  the  Council  of  Carthage ; 
and  three  more  which  Hilarius  had  sent  to  Augustine  from  Sicily. 
Pelagius,  briefly  referring  to  the  first  Sicilian  proposition,  which  he 
had  explained,  selected  for  sj>ecial  remark  the  fourth  Ccelestian 
article,  "  That  (according  to  Coelestius)  there  were  men  who  lived 
sinlessly  before  Christ's  coming.  No,  I  say,  according  to  Scripture, 
there  were  holy  men  in  those  days.  The  other  statements  are  not 
mine;  but  to  satisfy  the  holy  synod,  I  anathematize  those  who 
hold  or  ever  held  them."  Thiis  he  condemned  the  assertion  that 
Adam's  sin  harmed  himself  only,  and  did  not  compromise  Ids 
descendants  from  their  birth — and  other  kindred  positions,  seven 
in  all.  Another  point  was  taken :  "  Pelagius  says,  '  The  Church 
ktre  is  spotless.' "  "  So  she  is,"  he  answered,  with  a  most  transparent 
evasion ;  "  she  is  sanctified  by  baptism."  The  accusers  now  took 
exception  to  some  passages,  quoted,  according  to  the  sense  rather 
than  the  words,  from  a  book  by  Ccelestius,  or,  at  any  rate,  alleged  to 
by  him,  and  asked  what  Pelagius  had  to  say  of  them.    They  were 
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ten  in  munber:  (1)  "We  do  more  than  Law  and  Gospel  rot^uire." 
Pel^us  explained :  *'  Paul  said  in  one  case,  '  I  have  no  command- 
ment from  the  Lord.'  "  (2)  "  God's  grace  and  help  are  not  given 
for  each  several  act,  hut  consist  in  freewill,  or  in  the  Law  and 
(moi-al)  teaching."  (3)  "  Grace  is  given  according  to,  or  in  view 
of,  men  s  previous  good  acts,  therefore  it  depends  on  my  will  to 
deserve  gi-ace^  or  not."  (4)  "  If  all  is  done  by  grace,  then,  if  I  sin, 
God  Him.self  is  the  cause  of  my  sin,  by  not  giving  me  grace." 
Pelagius  professed  that  he  disowned  these  three  propositions,  of 
which  the  second  (No.  3  of  the  series)  has  beuu  taken  as  essential 
to  his  theory.  *'  The  holy  Council,"  said  the  bishops,  "  accepts  you 
because  you  condemn  such  reprobate  woixls."  (5)  ^'  All  men  have 
all  graces  and  virtue.s,  nttt  different  ones."  "  We  did  say  this," 
said  Pelagius,  "but  they  malignantly  and  ignorantly  perverted  it; 
we  meant,  God  gives  all  graces  to  tliose  who  are  worthy  to  receive 
them,  as  He  gave  them  to  St.  Paul."  (6)  "  Only  the  sinless  can 
be  called  sons  of  God."  (7)  "  Forgetfulness  and  ignorance,  being 
involuntary,  do  not  come  under  the  head  of  sin."  (8)  "The  will 
is  not  free  if  it  needs  God's  help."  (9)  **Our  victory  over  sin  is 
not  from  God'a  help,  but  from  our  own  will "—  an  inference  from  the 
actual  words,  which  wei*e  somewhat  less  pointed,  "  The  victory  is 
ours  because  we  took  up  arms  by  our  own  free  will  *' — '*  and  since 
we  are  partakers  of  the  divine  nature,  ij  the  soul  ainnot  be 
sinless,  God  is  subject  to  sin,  because  the  soul,  a  pait  of  Him,  is 
80."  One  learns,  however,  that  this  article  misrepresents  the 
case,  as  if  the  writer  really  asserted  Pantheism ;  whei-eas  what 
he  said  was,  "  How  c»m  any  one  become  partaker  of  that  from 
the  condition  of  which  he  is  said  to  be  alien  ? "  (10)  "  Penitents 
are  pardoned,  not  in  eonsideration  of  God's  mercy,  but  in  con- 
sideration of  their  own  labours  and  merits."  The  Council,  when 
all  were  read  through,  said,  "  \\liat  says  the  monk  Pelagius,  here 
present,  to  tliose  articles  ?  For  they  are  condemned  by  the  holy 
Council,  and  by  God's  holy  Catholic  Chm'ch."  Pelagius  answered, 
"  These  statements,  I  again  say,  are  not  mine ;  I  am  not  bound  to 
answer  for  them.  What  I  have  maintained,  I  wiU  uphold  us  sound ; 
what  is  not  mine,  I  condemn  according  to  the  judgment  of  the 
holy  Church,  anathemati2ing  every  one  who  contravenes  her 
doctrines.  For  I  believe  in  the  Trinity  "  [i.e.  the  triple  Personality) 
"of  One  Divine  RsseDce,  and  all  the  doctrines  of  the  holy 
Catholic  Church;  and  if  any  one  thinks  otherwise,  let  him  be 
anathema  1 " 
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What  could  the  synod  sny,  when  matters  came  to  this  point, 
but  that  Pelagius,  having  given  Hftti«faction  on  the  matters  alleged, 
and  i-'ondemned  all  that  was  against  the  Church's  faith,  muat  be 
acknowledged  as  within  the  Churdrs  communion  ?  This,  in  fact, 
was  the  decision.  Pelagius  had  explained  some  ten  propositions, 
and  disclaimed  and  rejected  some  sLcteen ;  there  had  been  no 
means  of  cross-exam miug  him,  or  probing  his  real  tenets,  or 
clearing  away  all  ambiguities ;  the  Greek  prelates,  as  Tillemont 
says,  had  been  incompetent  to  estimate  the  real  Force  of  Latin 
propositions,  and  were  naturally  glad  to  close  a  painful  and  per- 
plexing inquiry  by  giving  credence  to  softenings  and  paraphrastic 
renderings  of  some  statements,  and  to  explicit  rejections  of  others 
that  sounded  more  offensive.  After  all,  the  two  cardinal  errors  of 
Pelagianism,  (1)  the  denial  of  the  ueetl  of  grace  for  each  good  act, 
and  (2)  the  denial  of  the  corruption  of  human  nature  as  derived 
from  Adam,  had  been  thus  rejected;  and  a  general  acceptance  of 
all  Church  doctrines,  to  the  excltision  of  any  others,  might  seem  to 
cover  the  whole  ground,  and  to  guarantee  the  speaker's  adherence 
to  the  i>rinciplG  of  orthodoxy,  and  to  all  that  this  principle  involved. 
The  acquittal  of  Pelagius  was,  of  course,  prima  facie  a  shock  and 
a  disapjjoiutment  to  those  who  viewed  him  as  the  originator  of  a 
destructive  heresy;  the  fiery  spirit  of  Jerome,  some  years  later, 
expressed  its  indignation  in  the  words,  "  the  wTetched  synod  of 
Diospolis : "  But  the  greater  and  nobler  Augustine  acknowledged 
the  good  intentions  of  the  bishops,  while  regarding  them  as 
deceived  by  disingenuous  assiminces :  "  they  would  have  con- 
demned Pelagius  if  he  had  not  anathematized  those  errors ;  *'  "  they 
duf,  in  fact,  condemn  Pelagianism  "  when,  taking  Pelagius  at  his 
own  word,  they  *'  acquitted  him"  personally  and  treated  him  as 
tree  from  the  errors  which  he  disclaimed.  In  shoi*t,  the  acquittal, 
Augustine  contends,  was  worthless  us  in  favour  of  Pelagius,  because 
he  obtained  it  on  false  pretences ;  in  fact,  he  "stole  it  by  deceiving 
his  judges;"  and  thus  it  was  worth  a  great  deal  as  nijainsl  his 
tenets,  for  it  was  bestowed  on  the  express  understanding  that  they 
were  condemned.  Augustine  does  not  scruple  to  say  that  when 
Pelagius  in  Palestine,  through  fear  of  condemnation,  condemned 
the  Pelagian  cause,  there  Pelagianism  fell — ibi  omnino  cecidit 
htrrciti'i  vtstra.  But  this  could  only  be  said  with  reference  to  the 
ultimate  condition  of  the  party — to  the  moral  niin  which  the 
prooeedings  of  Diospolis  brought  upon  it :  for  the  time,  no  doubt, 
the  fact,  patent  and  undeniable,  that  a  Council  in  Palestine  had 
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deliberately  pronuunced  Pelu^us  orthoriox.  would  greatly  inspirit 
his  friends  and  establisli  his  credit ;  and  thus,  regarded  as  an  im- 
mediate success,  it  is  a  laudmark  in  the  history  of  liis  career. 

As  the  course  of  the  Pelagian  history  has  led  us  into  the 
East,  it  will  be  convenient  to  notice  here  two  series  of  events  in 
Eastern  Church  life,  occurring  at  its  two  great  centres  of  Alexandria 
and  Antioch,  which  may  be  brought  together  as  culminating  in 
the  year  of  the  Conference  of  Jerusalem  and  the  Council  of 
Diospolis. 

The  first  of  these  has  its  scene  in  Alexandria,  Theophilus,  as 
we  have  already  learned,  had  died,  after  a  long  episcopate,  in  the 
autumn  of  412,  giving  in  his  last  words  some  reason  to  hope  that 
he  looked  back  with  compunction  on  the  worldly  passions  which 
had  rendered  his  great  abilities  rather  harmful  than  heli>ful  to  the 
cause  of  religion  and  of  the  Church.  The  lesson  of  his  life  is  stem 
but  salutary ;  it  is  that  religious  zeal,  however  "  genuine  ami 
active,"  will  inevitably  deteriorate  under  the  trial  of  great  power, 
if  it  is  not  salted  with  singleness  of  heart  and  with  the  self- 
suspicion  which  can  detect  the  love  of  domination  at  work  under  a 
garb  of  churchly  interest  which  seems  to  make  its  indidgence  safe. 
The  evil  spirit  which  had  haunted  his  administration  seemed  to 
linger  for  a  while  around  his  seat ;  a  fierce  contest  ensued  between 
two  competitors,  one  of  whom  was  the  archdeacon  Timothy,  the 
other  the  late  archbishop's  nephew  Cyril.  In  raueting  for  the  first 
time  with  the  famous  name  of  Cyril  of  Alexandria,  it  is  impossible 
not  to  observe  that  his  relationship  to  Theophihis  had  exercised 
in  some  respects  a  luineful  influence  on  his  mind.  A  course  of 
ascetic  tiuining  among  the  monks  of  Nitria  had,  indeed,  been 
followed  by  a  ]ierioii  of  clerical  usefulness,  as  priest  and  preacher 
in  the  Alexandrian  Church.  But  when,  after  a  brief  contest  which 
threatened  sedition — a  prosjiect  always  terrible  in  that  turbulent 
capital — "the  party  of  Cyril  prevailed,"  the  hasty  and  violent 
actions  which  distinguished  tlie  beginniug  of  his  episcopate  might 
seem  to  foretell  "a  repetition  of  the  outrages  of  Theophilus/'  a 
similar  series  of  acts  in  which  could  be  discerned  the  one  purpose 
of  upholding  Church  jiower  in  disregard  of  aU  other  considerations, 
even  when  that  power  was  being  abused  in  the  interest  of  personal 
ambition.  "He  came  to  the  epi8co])ate,"  says  Socrates,  "on  the 
third  day  after  Theophilus's  death,  with  greater  power  than  Theo- 
philus himself  had  ever  wielded  ;  for  from  that  time  the  episcopate 
of  Alexandria,  going  beyond  the  line  of  episcopal  functions,  began 
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to  domineer  even  in  secular  affairs."  Cyril  was,  indeed,  from  tho 
first,  animated  by  a  spirit  more  simply  ecclesiastical  than  had 
determined  his  uncle's  course.  He  longed  to  see  the  kingdom  of 
Christ  asserting  itself  visibly  and  majestically  before  the  world, 
confronting  the  forces  of  secular  indifference,  of  sullen  pagan 
hatred,  of  Jewish  organization,  of  any  sect  that  crossed  its  path. 
To  secure  this  object,  he  was,  to  a  great  extent,  incurious  as  to  the 
legitimacy,  in  a  Christian  and  spiritual  sense,  of  means  employed. 
If  the  world  coidd  not  bo  overcome  without  the  world's  weajions 
— so  he  would  be  disposed  to  assert — it  must  be  a  weak  fastidious- 
ness that  would  make  the  Church  decline  to  use  them ;  he,  the 
head  of  the  Catholic  community  in  such  a  city  as  Alexandiia, 
amid  such  a  population  as  that  of  Egypt,  would  have  rough  work 
to  A\i,  and  must  do  it  without  faltering,  without  shnnking,  in 
short,  without  over-delicate  scrupulosity,  such  as,  perhaps,  might 
be  approved  or  suggested  by  recluses  who  did  not  know  what  the 
world  was,  who  had  not  his  problems  to  solve,  his  difficulties  to 
encounter. 

So  it  was  that  he  began  his  work  by  attacking  the  Novatiana 
of  Alexan«lria,  A  severe  interpretatiou  of  the  laws  of  Arcadius 
against  "heretics"  might  bring  these  quiet  sectarians,  on  whom 
Theodosius  1.  had  bestowed  like  privileges  with  tho  Church,  into 
that  obnoxious  category ;  and  Cyril  was  not  likely  to  interpret 
such  laws  otherwise  than  severely.  He  proceeded  to  extremities 
which  contrast  very  unfavourably  with  the  conduct  of  the  Con- 
stantinopolitun  bishop  Atticus.  "  He  closed  the  Novatianist 
churches,  seized  on  all  their  sacred  furniture,  and  even  deprived 
their  bishop  Theopemptus  of  all  that  he  had."  His  action  brought 
ultimately  its  own  retribution  :  for  he  incurred  on  this  account 
the  hostility  of  Socrates,  who  had  a  strong  bias  in  favour,  not 
actually  of  Kovatianism,  but  of  Novatians,  and  it  is  Socrales's 
history  of  some  later  events  which  has  done  so  much  to  load 
Cyril's  name  with  odium. 

In  414,  within  the  second  year  of  his  episcopate,  he  "exerted 
liimself  against  the  Jews,  and  certainly  not  without  great  pro- 
vocation." Since  the  ruin  of  Jewish  hopes  at  the  death  of 
Julian  in  363,  the  nation  had  on  the  whole  been  exempt  &om 
serious  interference  or  disturbance  on  the  part  of  its  Christian 
rulers.  All  attacks  on  Jewish  synagogues  had  been  [)rohibited 
by  Theodosius  I.  in  393,  by  Arcadius  in  397,  by  Honorius  and 
Theodosius  II.  in  412;  Honorius,  moreover  (although  he  excluded 
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Jews   and   Samaritans   from   serving    as   imperial    "  agents 
emissaries),  forbade  all  interference  with  Jewish  observance  of  the 
Kabbath,  "  on  pretext  of  public  or  private  business :  the  claims  of 
the  (civil)  law,"  he  said,  "were  satisfied  by  the  remaining  time." 
They  were   allowed   to  retain  unmolested  an  elaborate  national 
organisation.      At   Jiabylon    there   resided   **  the   Prince  of   the 
Captivity ; "  but  superior  to  him,  and  immediately  supreme  over 
the  Jews  of  the  Empire,  was  the  Patriarch  at  Tibems,  with  hia 
council  of  "  apostles,"  as  Epiphanius  tells  us,  continually  attached 
to  hii?  |>erson.     These  "  apostlus  "  used  to  collect  tribute  for  their 
chief  from  the  Jews  throughout  the  empire ;  Honorius,  indeed, 
in  399,  forbade  its  exaction  in  the  West,  but  five  years  afterwards 
recalled  his  prohibition.     Theodosius  I.  had  enacted  that  no  Jews 
excommunicated  by  their  own  religious  authorities  should  be  rein- 
stated by  government  intervention.     Arcadius  had  ruled  that  the 
price  of  goods  sold  by  Jews  should  be  fixed  by  their  own  authori- 
ties, not  by  a  Christian  magistrate ;  and  liad  pmbibiteJ  all  mani- 
festations  of  disresj)ect   towai*ds   their   "  illustrious    patriarchs." 
Security  and  legal  privileges  emboldened  the  Jews  to  such  a  degree 
that  Chiysostoin,  while  yet  a  priest  of  Antioch,  had  to  denounce 
the  growing  disposition  of  professing  Christians  to  frequent  the 
syiiag<^e  and  take  part  in  Jewish  feasts  or  fasts.      From  his 
language  we  infer  that,  as  of  old  in  CJalatia,  Judaism  was  exer- 
cising a  strange  "  fascination  "  over  many  half-instructed  Christians. 
The  Jewish  worship  had  the  charm  of  mystery  and  romance ;  the 
synagogue  was  thought  a  venerable  place,  where  people  could  hear 
an   impressive   service   and   see   the   sacred   manuscripts   of  the 
Hebrew  Scriptures ;  an  oath  taken  there,  it  was  said,  had  a  special 
sanctity,  and  spells   could  be  procured   there  which  no  malady 
could  resist.     Clirysostom  was  thoroughly  alarmed  and  indignant 
at  the  numbers  that  flocked  to  the  festivals  of  "  Trumpets  "  or 
"Tabernacles,"  or  fasted  even  on  Easter  Sunday,  if  it  fell  just 
before  the  day  of  the  Jewish  Passover ;  he  made  himself  litei*ally 
"hoarse"  with  fulminating  against  the  "impious  Jewish  fasts/' 
which  were  worse  in  effect  than  "  drunken  revelry,"  and  never  tired 
of  reminding  his  hearers  thai  the  diiference  between  Judaism  and 
Christianity   was   not  superficial   but   vital.      "  Henceforth/'   he 
cried,  in  one  of  these  discourses,  "  if  any  one  of  you  observe  a 
Jewish  custom,  small  or  great,  /  ^ill  be  clear  of  your  blood  ! " 
We  may  remember  how  Ambrose,  by  his  pertinacity,  once  wrung 
from  Theodosius  I,  the  revocation  of  an  oi-der  for  the  rebuilding 
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of  a  burnt  synagogue :  to  his  mind,  Judaism  was  no  enfeebled  and 
contemptible  enemy,  but  a  formidable  and  defiant  one ;  and  we 
have  evidence  that  its  "insolence,"  in  some  places,  took  a  highly 
offensive  form.  At  the  feast  of  Purim,  the  figure  of  Hamau  bung 
on  a  ;;il)bet  was  generally  understood  to  be  "  a  covert  representa- 
tion of  the  Crucifixion ; "  and  on  this  account  the  exhibition  had 
been  prohibited  in.  the  East,  on  pain  of  forfeiture  of  all  Jewish 
privileges,  four  years  before  the  accession  of  CjoiL 

The  Jewish  patriarch  Gamaliel  had,  in  the  opinion  of  the 
imperial  government,  abused  his  privileges,  and  was  on  the  point 
of  having  them  curtailed,  at  the  moment  when  Cyril  became 
involved  in  his  contest  with  the  Jewish  community  in  Alexandria. 
That  formidable  body  had,  in  the  days  of  Philo,  occupied  two 
of  the  iive  "  regions  "  of  the  city,  had  broken  forth  into  rebellion 
under  Trajan,  had  been  put  down  with  a  fury  inspii-ed  by  serious 
alarm,  had  again,  apparently,  flourished  under  its  own  Genarch  or 
Ethnarch,  and  in  the  Arian  times  had,  as  if  by  a  true  instinct, 
joined  with  the  pagans  on  the  side  of  the  Arian  usurper  Gregory, 
iind  committed  outrages  which  Athanasius  shrinks  from  relating, 
but  which,  no  doubt,  were  recorded  by  a  tradition  of  horror  extend- 
ing to  the  days  of  Cyril.  It  is  curious  that  the  occasion  for  a  new 
feud  was  given  by  the  lax  and  irreligious  Jews,  luther  than  by  the 
fanatical ;  we  seem  to  be  taken  back  to  the  old  times  of  the  Syrian 
supremacy  and  to  the  reign  of  Herod  the  Great,  when  we  hear  that 
the  heathenish  attractions  of  the  theatre  drew  thither  many  Jews 
on  the  sabbath  day,  and  produced  an  increase  of  public  disorder 
by  the  inevitable  collision  between  them  and  the  "  Greeks." 
Oi^stes  the  prefect,  a  Christian  in  name  rather  than  in  reality. 
set  up  on  ofhcial  notice,  called  a  "  polity,"  in  the  theatre,  for 
the  purpose  of  securing  order.  Some  of  the  adherents  of  Cyril 
had  come  to  the  si>ot  with  a  view  to  informing  themselves  as  to 
the  new  regulations ;  and  among  them  was  Hierax,  a  teacher  of 
the  rudiments  of  grammar,  and  a  constant  applauder  of  the  arch- 
bishop's sermons.  The  sight  of  this  man  raised  a  cry  among  the 
Jews  :  "  He  is  come  to  excite  a  disturbance  I  "  Orestes,  jealous 
of  Cyril's  power,  took  advantage  of  this  complaint,  and,  without 
further  ado,  put  Hierax  then  and  there  to  the  torture.  The  arch- 
bishop, hearing  of  this,  sent  for  the  leading  Jews,  and  threatened 
them — a  course  which  only  intensified  the  bitterness  of  the  Jewish 
population.  They  conceived  a  plan  for  attacking  the  Christians 
at  night,  and  agreed  to  wear,  as  a  distinguishing  mark,  rings  made 
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of  the  bark  of  the  palm  tree.  The  appointed  night  arrived;  a 
loud  cry  was  heard  all  over  the  city :  "  A  fire,  a  fire,  at  Alexander's 
church ! "  The  unsuspt^cting  Christians  rushed  to  the  phice  and 
were  slaughtered  by  their  enemies ;  whereupon  Cyril»  next  day, 
went  at  the  head  of  a  great  force  to  the  synagogues,  took  possession 
of  thorn,  drove  the  Jews  fairly  out  of  Alexandria,  and  allowed  the 
populace  to  pillage  their  houses.  If  Cyril  had  heard  any  remon- 
strant voice,  he  would  doubtless  have  answered,  "  1  take  the  law 
into  my  own  hand,  because  there  Is  no  justice  to  be  had  at  the 
hand  of  Orestes  "  But  he  would  have  had  a  very  strong  case  for 
invoking  the  Emperor  if  the  prefect  had  passed  over  such  an  out- 
rage as  a  massacre  of  Chi'istians  by  Jews.  As  it  was,  his  own 
violence  naturally  involved  him  in  fresh  trouble;  he  had  to 
counterwork  the  prefect's  influence,  exerted  against  him  at  Con- 
stantinople ;  he  must  have  felt  that  he  had  put  himself  in  the 
wrong,  for  he  made  overtures  to  Orestes,  at  the  people's  largency, 
and  after  they  had  proved  vain,  went  to  him  and  held  out  the 
Gospel-book  :  but  Orestes  had  got  his  advantage  and  would  not 
hear  of  reconciliation.  On  this,  about  five  hundred  of  the  Nitrian 
monks,  ardent  in  the  cause  of  their  "  Pope,"  hastened  to  Alex- 
andria, met  Orestes  in  his  chariot,  and  shouted  out,  *'  Pagan  f 
idolater  I "  "I  am  a  Christian,"  said  he,  in  some  olann  at  the 
wild-looking  troop ;  "  I  was  baptized  by  Atticus,  bishop  of  Con- 
stantinople." Then  it  was  that  a  monk,  named  Ammonius,  threw 
a  stone  at  Orestes,  and  wounded  him  in  the  head.  The  outrage 
was  avenged  by  tortures  so  acute  that  Ammonius  died  under  the 
infliction;  whereupon  Cyril  took  the  inconceivably  foolish,  and 
indeed  unchristian,  step  of  burying  him  with  the  honours  of  a 
martyr  and  under  tiie  name  of  "  Thaumasius,"  a  step  of  which  he 
was  soon  ashame<l. 

Such  was  the  second  act  of  this  unhappy  drama ;  the  third 
was  more  tragical — was,  in  truth,  hideous.  The  female  philosopher 
Hypatia,  whom  Synesius  had  addressed  in  extravagant  terms  of 
homage,  was  still,  in  middle  life,  continuing  to  teach  the  Neo- 
Platonic  theosophy,  and  represented  the  cause  of  pagan  thought 
with  a  self-possesseil  dignity  that  was  not  less  impressive  than 
her  eloquence.  The  mysticism — call  it  monothebtic  or  pantheistic 
—of  Plotinus  inspired  her  with  a  genuine  enthusiasm ;  in  her  a 
refined  and  etherealised  paganism  had  found  its  prophetess,  and 
perhaps  might  find  its  restorer.  "VVo  can  imagine  the  gloomy 
abhorrence  with  which  she  would  be  scanned  by  the  Christian 
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populace,  which  would  detect  the  enemy's  craft  iu  this  seductive 
heathenish  intellectualism.  Through  many  a  group  of  rough 
zealots  the  murmur  passed,  gathering  force  and  purpose  on  its 
way,  "'Tis  Hypatia  that  keeps  Orestes  firom  being  reconcUed  to 
Pope  Cyril !  "  A  reader  named  Peter  stirred  up  his  companions ; 
they  waited  for  Hypatia  with  as  fell  a  resolve  as  ever  steeled 
fanatics  against  pity.  She  was  coming  home  in  her  chariot; 
they  dragged  her  forth,  bore  her  into  the  very  stronghold 
of  Alexandrian  Christianity,  the  grand  Ctesarean  Church,  and 
murdered  her  with  every  circumstance  of  brutal  cruelty,  concluding 
their  work  by  tearing  the  corpse  limb  from  limb,  and  burning  it 
at  a  place  called  Cinaron.  Such  was  the  deed  which,  in  the  grave 
language  of  Socrates,  "  brought  no  small  blame  on  Cyril  and  on 
the  Church  of  the  Alexandrians ; "  words  which  do  not  imply  tbit 
Cyril  personally  had  any  share  in  the  crime,  but  rather  that  he, 
the  head  of  the  Catholic  body  in  Alexandria,  and  that  body  itself, 
were  in  a  manner  compromised  by  such  a  deed  done  in  the  face  of 
day,  in  a  most  sacred  place,  during  Lent — it  was  the  Lent  of  415 — 
by  Alexandrian  Churchmen  under  the  leadership  of  one  of  their 
own  clergy.  No  credence  need  be  given  to  the  tale  of  the 
heathen  writer  Damascius,  a  century  later,  that  Cyril,  moved  by 
jealousy,  hod  planned  the  murder:  but  quite  apart  &om  thiSi 
GyriVs  fault  was  serious  enough ;  he  had  let  loose  these  savage 
spirits  when  he  went  forth  to  avenge  on  the  Jews  the  midnight 
massacre  of  his  people;  he  had  forgotten  what  spirit  he  was  of 
— had  thought  to  uphold  the  Church  by  sheer  force,  and  had 
practically  encouraged  his  fierce  myrmidons  to  think  such  force 
hallowed  by  the  use  of  her  name.  They  were  rough,  hard-handed 
men,  these  "  Parabolani" — so  called  because  they  "hazarded  their 
Uvea"  in  attendance  on  the  infected  sick — unsoftened  by  what 
might  seem  a  life  of  self-sacrificing  charity,  and  fired  with  a 
militant  zeal  which,  being  '•self-willed"  from  the  first,  might 
explode  in  some  terrible  moments  into  sheer  deviliy.  They  out- 
went his  example,  they  bettered  hLs  instructions,  but  he  was 
not  clear  of  their  guilt ;  and  wo  cannot  be  surprised  that  in  the 
next  year  the  Alexandrians  memorialisetl  Theodosius  against  their 
excesses,  and  obtained  a  law  which  subjected  them  to  certain 
restraints. 

Far  different  was  the  scene  which,  apparently  in  415,  or  in  the 
year  preceding  or  following,  exhibited  at  Antioch  a  signal  triumph 
of  patient,  generous,  and  peace-making  charity  over  the  remaining 
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forces  of  an  inveterate  dissension.  The  schism  of  Antioch  had 
lasted  about  fifty-three  years,  reckoning  from  the  consecration  of 
Panlinns,  and  eighty-five  years  from  the  original  occasion  of  it  as 
given  hy  the  expulsion  of  Eustathiua.  After  the  death  of  Pfiulinua's 
successor  Evagrius,  the  Eustathian  or  "  Old  Church  party/'  which 
had  once  been  strong  through  the  support  of  Athonasius,  found  it 
impossible  to  obtain  another  bishop.  Still,  however,  they  stood 
out  against  acknowledging  Flavian ;  and  while  Porphyiius  disgraced 
the  thjpone  of  Antioch,  thoy  would  probably  thank  God  that  they 
were  not  polluted  by  his  romrannion.  But  in  413  Porphyrins  was 
succeeded  by  the  pious  and  gentle-hearted  Alexander,  who  set 
himself  to  the  task  of  healing  the  schism.  The  moral  force  of  his 
character  added  weight  to  his  exhortations :  after  a  while  the 
Eustathians  gave  way.  So  Alexander,  at  the  head  of  his  own 
clergy  and  laity,  proceeded  to  their  j)lace  of  meeting,  and  joined 
with  them  in  their  psalmody;  then,  in  Theodoret's  graphic  lan- 
guage, *'  forming  one  body  of  melody  from  the  united  worahippers, 
he  filled  the  whole  Agora,  from  the  West  gate  to  the  Great  Church , 
with  a  vast  stream  of  men  resembling  the  river  that  flowed  beside 
the  city."  As  the  majestic  procession  swept  along,  pouring  forth 
its  choral  thanksgivings  for  the  blessing  of  restored  unity,  the 
Jews,  we  are  told,  with  the  Arians  and  the  little  remnant  of 
pagans,  groaned  and  lamented  at  seeing  the  *'  other  streams  "  thus 
flowing  into  the  ''  sea  "  of  the  Church. 

Alexander  gave  token  of  his  Christian  sjurit  by  another  act 
which  well  became  a  successor  of  Flavian ;  he  restored  the  name  of 
"  John,  bishop  of  Constantinople,"  to  tho  "  diptychs  "  of  his  church, 
the  rolls  in  which  were  inscribed  the  names  of  prelates  departed 
in  Church  communion.  He  also  reinstated  in  their  churches  two 
"  Joanuite  "  bishops  of  Syria  without  putting  any  questions  to  them  ; 
and  on  informing  Innocent  of  these  proceedings,  received  from  him 
ii  warm  fraternal  response.  The  Pope — at  the  suggestion,  as  he 
told  Alexander,  of  John  Cassian — recognised  some  Eustathian 
clerics,  residing  in  Italy,  as  belonging  to  the  clergy  of  Antioch ; 
and  gladly  accepted  the  communion  of  the  Antiochene  Church, 
acknowledging  that  "  the  fellow-disciples  of  the  Apostolic  see  had 
been  the  first  to  show  to  other  Churches  the  way  of  peace,  on 
which,"  he  added,  "you  and  we  being  firmly  settled,  shall  be 
embraced  and  strengthened  by  the  goodness  of  Christ  our  Lord." 
Acacius  of  Beroea,  writing  to  Innocent,  had  expressed  (one 
cannot  think  sincerely)  his  acquiescence  in  the  reunion  of  the 
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EuBtathians  and  the  restoration  of  the  Joannites.  Innocent  replied 
with  grave  aignificant  brevity :  he  would  gnmt  liis  communion  to 
Acaciua  on  condition  that  he  frankly  laid  aside  all  grounds  of 
complaint  in  the  afifair  of  *'  holy  Jolm,  that  admirable  bishop/'  and 
with  his  own  lips  signified  to  Alexander  his  acceptance  of  these 
terms.  Alexander's  efforts  in  regard  to  the  memoiy  of  Chrysostom 
were  not  confined  to  Antioch :  he  visited  Constantinople,  and  tried 
to  win  over  Atticus ;  but  that  prelate  was  for  the  time  obstinate, 
although  he  yielded  somewhat  later  in  fear  of  public  opinion  at 
Constuutinoplo  and  in  deference  to  his  Emperor's  remark,  "There 
can  be  no  great  harm  in  writing  a  dead  man's  name  on  a  tablet  for 
the  sake  of  peace."  ^Vfter  giving  way  himself,  Atticua  tried  to 
persuade  Cyril  that  it  would  be  only  a  matter  of  mnking  Chiyso- 
stom  among  departed  Churchmen,  not  of  admitting  that  he  died 
a  legitimate  bishop,  liut  Cyril  was  Theophilus'a  nephew,  and 
flatly  refused  to  concede  the  point ;  he  saw  through  the  evasion 
suggested,  and  woidd  not  stoojj  to  a  quibble ;  he  replied  that  he 
dared  not  violate  the  canons:  yet  he  too  yielded  to  pressure 
before  the  spring  of  418. 

Alexander  also  consulted  Innocent  as  to  a  difficulty  in  relation 
to  the  Church  of  Cyprus,  The  bishops  of  that  island,  while 
"  distressed"  by  the  supremacy  of  Arianism  at  Antioch^  had  dis- 
regarded the  sixth  Nicene  canon  by  filling  up  their  number  on 
their  own  sole  authority.  Innocent  replied  that  as  the  Nicene 
Council  had  established  the  authority  of  the  "original  see  of 
Peter"  at  Antioch  over  a  whole  "diocese,"  or  group  of  pix>vinces, 
he  would  advise  the  bishops  of  Cyprus  to  procure  Alexander's 
approval  for  episcopal  consecrations  within  theii*  island.  Alexander 
should  not  only  ordain  metroj>olitans,  but  his  assent  should  be 
needful  for  consecrations  of  simple  bishops ;  a  rule,  says  Tiilemont, 
which  "gave  a  great  authority  to  patriarchs  and  enfeebled  the 
authority  of  metroiwlitans."  Alexander  had  also  asked  whether. 
when  imperial  authority  had  divided  a  province  intt*  two,  and 
thus  founded  a  new  civil  met.ro|)oli8,  the  Church  ought  to  accept 
that  arrangement  for  herself.  Innocent  answered  characteristically, 
•'  No  I  it  is  not  fit  that  the  Church  should  change  her  system 
according  to  the  momentary  requirements  of  state  policy."  In 
this  he  was  but  following  the  precedent  set  by  Damasus  in  regard 
to  Eastern  Illyricum ;  and  the  principle  thus  laid  down  may  have 
an  interest  for  us,  as  having  been  in  effect  asserted  by  the  see  of 
York  when  in  the  twelfth  century  it  claimed  jurisdiction  over  the 
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bishops  of  Scotland :  but  its  practical  inconTemence,  its  tendency 
to  prodace  political  complications,  was  only  too  manifest.  Lastly, 
Alexander  had  doubted  how  to  treat  Arian  clerics  on  their 
conversion :  he  was  advised  to  act  on  the  principle  suggested  by 
the  now  established  rule  as  to  lay  converts  &om  heresy.  Such 
persons  were  acknowledged  as  baptized,  but  were  required  to 
accept  Confirmation,  for  in  their  heresy  they  could  not  have 
"  received  the  Holy  Spirit ; "  and  thus  clerical  converts  ought  not 
to  be  recognised  as  having  received  the  Holy  Spirit  in  Ordination, 
but  must  take  their  place  as  simple  laymen — a  decision  which 
later  Churdi  law  has  in  effect  set  aside. 

Alexander  had  but  a  short  episcopate,  although  the  year  of  his 
death  has  been  variously  stated  within  the  limits  416-421 ;  but 
he  certainly  "  in  a  short  time  fulfilled  a  long  time,"  and  his  few 
years,  as  Tillemont  says,  were  of  more  value  to  the  true  interests 
of  the  Church  than  fifty  years  of  many  another  prelate. 


CHAPTER  XXXIV. 


THE  DECLINE  OF  TELAOIANISM. 


The  Council  of  Diospolis  had  left  Pelagius  for  the  moment 
triumphant  in  the  East.  He  followed  it  \ip  by  a  letter  which 
Augustine  describes  as  full  of  vanity  and  "carnal  elation ; "  but  we 
cannot  wonder  that  he  made  the  very  utmost  of  the  fa^'ouiable 
sentence  pronounced  by  the  bishops  of  Palestine,  nor,  all  things 
considered,  that  in  doing  so  he  did  not  confine  himself  to  the  strict 
truth.  They  had  approved,  he  said,  hia  assertion  that  "  man  could 
easily  live  without  sin."  The  fact  was,  that  the  word  "easily" 
had  somehow  dropped  out  of  the  quotation  of  his  words  as  laid 
before  the  Coimcil ;  and  he  chose  to  assume  that  this  accident 
did  not  affect  the  sanction  then  given  to  his  words.  He  also  gave 
hiB  own  accouQl  of  its  proceedings  in  a  pamphlet  which  Aiigustine 
calls  "his  paper  of  defence."  It  was  brought  to  Africa  by  a 
deacon  named  Charus,  himself  a  native  of  Hippo ;  and  it  produced 
some  effect  while  the  actual  minutes  of  the  Council  continued 
unknown.  He  also  wrote  a  work  *'  On  Freewill "  in  fo\u:  books, 
•  in  which,  while  verbally  acknowledging  and  insisting  upon  grace 
as  helping  men  "  more  easily "  to  obey,  he  reduced  it  to  the 
impresaiveness  of  Christ's  example — in  other  words,  to  the  highest 
form  of  hortatory  instruction  regarded  as  a  signal  bounty  of  God ; 
thereby  setting  aside  the  whole  idea  of  any  divine  assistance 
being  granted  to  man  in  respect  of  will  and  action.  This  view  of 
grace  requires  a  word  or  two  of  comment.  It  strangely  underrated 
the  significance  of  the  Christian  type  of  character,  which  the  New 
Testament  traces  to  the  Pentecostal  gift.  In  effect,  it  went  back 
behind  Pentecost,  and  was  untrue  to  the  facts  of  spiritual  life  as 
they  were  present  to  tho  consciousness  of  St.  Paul.  Dean  Church 
has  condensed  the  issue  raised  into  one  concise  sentence :  "  What 
men  needed,  what  they  had  not,  was  power  within  them,  and  not 
only  legions  without  them." 
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Pelagius's  treatise  was  \sj  way  of  reply  to  Jerome ;  bxit  Jerome 
was  now  attacked  by  a  \vriter  who,  as  we  havt;  already  siieii,  was 
perhaps  ultimately  responsible  for  the  origin  and  dissemination 
of  Pelagian  Naturalism — Theodore,  bishop  of  Mopaueatia.  This 
acute  and  learned  prelate  wrote,  in  the  year  416,  five  books 
"against  those  who  assert  that  men  sin  by  nature,  not  by  will." 
Extracts  from  this  treatise,  the  title  of  which  was  ambigaous  and 
therefore  fallacious,  show  that  Theodore  denied  altogether  the 
whole  doctrine  of  "  original  sin/'  as  inconsistent  with  di\'ine 
oquity,  and  asserted  that  man  was  created  mortal,  earth  destined  to 
return  to  earth,  by  nature  dust  and  ashes.  And  it  apjiears  from 
the  account  of  the  book  as  it  was  read  to  Photius,  patriart-h  of 
Ck»uatantinople,  in  the  ninth  century,  that  Theodore  attacked  what 
he  represented  as  a  now  heresy  of  Western  growth,  the  invention 
of  one  "Haram  " — meaning,  of  course,  *'  Hieronymus  *'  or  Jerome — 
who  was  conceited  about  liis  knowledge  of  HebreWj  inaccurate 
as  it  was,  and  who  had  deceived  whole  Churches  into  believing 

(1)  that  sin  cornea  not  from  choice,  but  from  a  corrupted  nature; 

(2)  that  infanta  are  tainted  with  sin  from  their  birth,  and  that 
they  receive  the  sacraments  in  order  to  its  remission;  (3)  tliat 
no  man  is  righteous ;  (4)  that  even  Christ,  since  He  took  our 
nature  (although,  said  Theodore,  elsewhere  these  new  teachers 
deny  the  reality  of  His  Incarnation),  could  nob  have  l>een  sinless  ; 
(5)  that  raaiTiage  was  the  work  of  the  corrupted  nature.  Theodore 
also  spoke  of  a  gift  of  sinlessness,  which  he  called  "  remission  of 
ains,"  but  which,  in  effect,  he  reserved  for  the  state  of  the  risen 
and  redeemed :  "  we  shall  sin  no  more  after  the  resurrection."  It 
is  in  order  to  tKis,  he  said,  that  infants  are  baptized ;  and  Photius 
suggests  that  he  took  up  this  view  by  way  of  a  raimiah  for  infant 
baptism,  in  opposition  to  that  which  presupposed  original  sin.  It 
appears  that  his  '•  Haram  "  <iid  not  see  this  treatise — did  not  even 
know  that  it  had  been  written  against  him.  The  animosity  of 
Pelagius's  adherents  was,  however,  brought  home  to  him  by  a 
furious  attack  on  the  recluses  of  Bethlehem,  who  were  cnielly 
beaten  and  had  the  monastic  buildings  bunied  over  their  heads: 
a  deacon  was  actually  killed,  and  Jerome  only  escaped  hy  taking 
shelter  in  a  tower  stronger  than  the  rest  of  the  buildings.  No 
doubt  these  Pelagian  zealots  persuaded  themselves  that  they  were 
fighting  for  the  honour  of  the  Creator  of  humanity. 

Meantime  Orosius  had  returned  to  Atnca,  in  the  spring  of  416, 
bringing  with  him  letters  from  Heros  and  Lazarus,  the  accusers  of 
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Pelogins  and  Ccelestius  in  the  recent  Palestinian  Council.  They 
informed  the  Africun  Church  that  Pelagius  was  still  at  Jeniaalem, 
and  "  was  deceiving  many,  but  was  resisted  by  \\\\\i\y  more,  pre- 
eminently by  Jerome.''  The  letters  were  read  before  a  Council  of 
sixty-nine  bishops  assembled  at  Carthage  in  the  anmrner  of  that 
year.  Thereupon  it  was  resolved  to  refer  to  the  recortls  of 
Ccelestiua's  condemnation,  which  had  taken  place  five  yeai-s  before. 
These  having  been  read,  the  Council  pronounced  that  the  Pelagian 
leaders,  "although  Ccelestius  was  said  to  have  in  the  inten-al 
attained  the  presbyterate,"  were  deserving  of  anathema,  "  unless 
they  would  openly  anathematize "  the  errors  in  question.  A 
synodal  letter  (which  ranks  as  the  179th  in  the  An^'ustinian 
series)  was  written  to  Pope  Innocent,  in  onier  that  "  the  authority 
of  the  apostolic  see  "  might  reinforce  that  of  the  Afiican  Coimcil. 
Yon,  they  say,  preach  these  truths  "  with  greater  grace  from  the 
apostolic  see" — a  pious  compliment,  natunil  in  their  circum- 
stances. The  letter  proceeds  to  inform  Innocent  that  the  so-called 
grace  which  the  Pelagians  acknowledged  waa  either  natural 
capacity,  or  assistance  and  right  direction  given  to  it  by  moral 
instruction  and  illumination  of  conscience;  but  tnie  and  proi)er 
grace,  the  grace  of  Christ  working  on  the  inner  man  as  aucb,  "  the 
grace  whereby  we  are  Christians,"  they  would  not  recognise  at  all. 
Even  if  the  accounts  circulated  as  to  the  Couut.41  of  Palestine 
should  satisfy  Innocent  that  Pelagius  personally  had  earned  his 
acquittal,  the  error  itself  was  energetic  and  far-spreading,  was 
"maintained  by  many/'  and  involved  a  contradiction  of  Christ's 
own  words,  and  of  the  principles  of  the  Chinch's  worship  as 
expressed  in  the  episcopal  V^enedictiou  pronounced  "  over  the 
people  "  at  the  Eucharist.  *'  Grant  them,  O  Lord,  to  lie  strengthened 
with  might  by  Thy  Spirit " — a  prayer  superfluous  if  nature  wei-e 
Huflicient  for  moral  purposes.  And  though  Ccelestius  had  formerly 
admitted  that  infants  were  redeemed  through  ba])tism,  many 
Pelagians  did  not  hesitate  to  atlirm,  with  greater  consistency,  that 
infants  had  no  tainted  nature  and  needed  no  redemption  :  baptized 
or  onbaptized,  they  would  equally  be  saved,  for  in  fact  they  had 
never  been  lost.  It  was  not,  then,  a  question  of  the  personal 
opinions  of  this  or  that  individual,  but  of  a  widely  diifused  oppo- 
sition to  the  doctrines  of  the  Fall  and  of  C4race.  Another  assembly 
(if  sLxty-one  bishops  of  Numidia.  at  Milevum,  in  which  AugiLstine 
was  included,  adopted  a  similar  letter,  insisting  on  the  two  points, 
that  Pelagius  denied  the  necessity  of  divine  Rs.<tistance  in  order  to 
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well-doing,  and  of  baptism  for  the  salvation  of  infants — points  on 
which,  they  said,  depended  the  entire  Christian  position.  As 
a^rainst  the  theory  that  men  could  become  sinless  by  the  mere  nscj 
of  natural  powers,  they  cited  such  texts  as  1  Cor.  x.  13.  They 
expressed  a  hope  that  the  Pelagians  would  yield  to  Innocent's 
"authority,  derived  from  the  authority  of  Holy  Scripture:"  a 
phrase  which  clearly  seems  to  mean  the  weight  of  hia  doctrinal 
assertions  as  supported  by  apposite  scriptural  quotations. 

There  was  some  anxiety  in  Africa,  we  gather,  as  to  the  line 
which  the  Roman  Church  would  take.  Pelagius  had  lived  long  at 
Rome  in  high  repute,  without  any  censure  on  the  part  of  Innocent : 
and  there  were  Churchmen  there  (although  Innocent  professed  not 
to  know  of  them)  who  thought  that  he  had  been  misrepresented, 
and  who  insisted  on  his  recent  acquittal  as  sufficient  proof  of  his 
orthodoxy  ;  there  were  also,  it  appears,  some  convinced  Pelagians, 
one  of  whom  met  an  African  bishop's  argument  from  "  Lead  us  not 
into  temptation  "  by  remarking  that  "  temptation  "  there  meant  a 
bodily  mishap.  Such  considerations  led  Augustine,  with  AtU'elius 
and  three  other  bishops,  to  write  a  further  letter  to  Innocent.  The 
Pelagians,  they  say,  practically  tell  their  Creator,  "  Thou  madest 
us  men,  but  it  is  we  who  have  made  ourselves  righteous."  They 
lay  stress  on  the  essential  naturalism  of  the  theory  by  saying  that 
the  Pelagians  called  human  nature  free — but  it  was  in  order  \m 
avoid  seeking  for  a  Deliverer — and  safe — by  way  of  treating  a 
Saviour  as  superfluous ;  and  it  can  hardly  be  doubted  that  this 
pointed  antithesis  exhibited  the  actual  issue  raised :  Was  nature, 
as  it  existed,  in  need  of  help  outside  itself?  Was  man  to  dejtend, 
as  it  has  been  expressed,  on  '*  the  results  of  his  original  creation,** 
or  to  look  beyond  them  to  "  the  principle  of  Mediation  *'  ?  The 
bishops  enumerate  some  of  the  evasive  interpretations  put  by 
Pelagianism  on  grace :  it  was  natural  freewill,  or  it  was  a  moral 
law,  or  it  was  pardon  of  sin — or,  they  might  have  added,  it  was  the 
example  of  Christ  as  the  most  impressive  of  moral  object-lessons ; 
it  was  anything  but  the  one  thing  required :  so  that  nature.  mtnwA- 
true  grace,  was  viewed  as  involving  a  capacity  of  entire  virtue ;  or 
if  "  grace  "  were  used  for  the  moral  law,  that  was  a  confusion 
between  the  power  that  gave  commands  and  the  power  that  assisted 
man  to  fulfil  them.  The  acquittal  obtained  by  Pelagius  in  Palestine 
must  have  been  given  on  the  supposition  that  he  did  acknowledge 
supernatural  grace;  and  even  supposing  that  ho  himself  was  in 
fact  clear  of  certain  charges  brought  against  him,  it  would  still  be 
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well  for  Innocent  to  exhort  him  to  remove  a  serious  scandal  by 
repudiating  the  misbelief  laid  to  his  charge.  We  are  not,  they 
said,  concerned  with  Pelagius  alone:  perhaps  he  has  been  re- 
claimed— we  hope  it  is  so ;  but  the  question  is  whether  a  manifest 
error,  or  series  of  errors^  should  be  allowed  to  go  on  misleading 
souls  without  any  check  from  the  Eoman  see.  It  would  be  clearly 
right  to  summon  him  to  liorae,  or  else  to  question  him  by  letter  as 
to  the  sense  which  he  attached  to  "  grace."  The  writers  also  send 
to  Innocent  the  treatise  ascribed  to  Pelagius,  and  Augustine's 
croatLse  in  nn.swer  "  On  Nature  and  Grace/*  with  important  passages 
marked,  and  with  a  letter,  now  lost,  which  had  been  addressed  to 
Pelagius  by  Augustine, 

The  drift  of  those  letters  is  obvious :  Africa  is  urging  on  Home 
a  line  of  action,  is  uxhorting  the  Pope  as  to  his  duty,  although  in 
highly  deferential  terms.  Perhaps  Innocent  discerned  as  much, 
and  therefore  thought  it  specially  important,  in  his  reply  to  the 
letter  of  the  Council  of  Carthage,  to  enlarge  on  the  dignity  of 
Peter  as  "  the  source  of  the  episcopate  '*  (possibly  meaning  that  the 
episcopal  commission  traced  itself  up  to  Christ's  words  in  Matt. 
xvL  19),  and  to  affii*m  that  the  fathers,  by  a  divine  sentence, 
had  decreed  that  "all  grave  matters  arising  oven  in  far-separate 
and  distant  provinces  should  be  referred  to  the  Roman  see 
before  they  were  brought  to  a  final  settlement."  The  '*  fathers  " 
had  done  nothing  of  the  kind ;  but  this  sort  of  claim  was  by 
this  time  \yi\xi  of  the  established  modiis  loquendi  of  a  Eomau 
bishop  in  replying  to  any  consultative  letters  from  other  parts 
of  Western  Christendom,  and  scrupulosity  as  to  evidence  for 
statements  of  fact  on  such  an  occasion  was  not  regarded  at 
Borne  as  a  duty.  The  applications  in  question  would  be  construed 
as  requests  for  a  decisive  pronouncement ;  and  the  Pope  wuidd  not 
hesitate  to  make  assertions  which  he  coiild  not  substantiate,  by 
way  of  forming  a  precedent  for  later  demands ;  even  as  in  the 
year  preceding.  Innocent  had  calmly  told  a  bishop  in  Umbria 
that  not  only  in  Italy,  but  in  Gaul,  Spain,  Africa,  Sicily,  and  the 
other  adjacent  islands,  every  existing  Church  had  been  founded 
from  IJome.  On  the  matters  now  in  dispute.  Innocent  set  forth 
emphatically  the  truth  of  man's  continuous  dependence  upon  God, 
and  the  need  not  only  of  baptismal  cleansing,  but  afterwards  of 
grace  as  a  remedy  for  subsequent  falls  :  he  referred  in  illustration 
to  the  prayers  daily  offered  in  church;  and  declared  that  the 
teachers  of  a  pestilent  heresy  ought  to  have  no  further  standing 
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as  ChitrcLinen,  but,  if  they  would  renounce  their  error,  might  be 
treated  as  /opirt  who  were  penitent.  To  the  bishops  who  had  met 
at  Milevum  he  wrote  in  similar  terms  :  "  Whenever  a  queatiaa  of 
faith  is  raised,  I  think  that  all  our  fellow-bishops  ought,  as  Your 
Affectionatenesses  have  done,  to  refer  only  to  Peter,  that  is,  to  the 
founder  of  their  name  and  dignity  " — langimtje  which  he  would 
hardly  have  used  in  writing  to  Easterns  ;  and  then,  after  censuiing 
the  Pelagian  denial  of  true  grace  aa  distinct  from  native  freewill, 
and  citing  the  text  "  Suffer  little  children  " — and  also  that  about 
''  eating  the  flesh  and  tlriuking  the  blood  of  the  Son  of  Man  "  in 
illustration  of  the  then  prevalent  custom  of  ailministering  Com- 
niiiuiou  to  infants,  which  of  course  presupposed  their  baptism — 
InruM'ent  declares  that  the  Pelagian  leaders  ought  to  be  excluded 
from  pastorship,  and  even  from  the  churches,  yet  not  refused  ro- 
ndmission  on  recanting  their  errors  and  asking  for  the  peace  of  the 
Church.  To  the  five  bishops  he  also  wrote  that  he  could  not 
express  any  opinion  on  the  judgment  of  the  Council  of  Palestine, 
because  he  could  not  feci  sure  that  its  alleged  minutes  were 
genuine:  they  had  nut  been  authenticated  by  any  of  its  members. 
He  had  read  the  book  said  to  be  by  Pelagius,  which  his  corre- 
spondents had  forwarded  to  him,  and  "  found  in  it  nothing  that 
pleased  hini^  hardly  anything  that  did  not  seriously  displease  him; 
it  should  be  condemned  and  ti-ampled  underfoot."  All  these 
letters  are  dated  the  27th  of  January,  417.  Shortly  afterwards, 
Augustine  received  the  "  gesta "  or  minutes  of  the  Council  of 
Palestine,  and  thereupon  wrote  his  "  De  Gestis  Pahcstinis,"  or,  as 
now  usually  called,  "  De  Gestis  Pelagii,"  to  prove  the  unfairness 
of  PelagiiLs's  own  account  of  its  proceedings. 

On  the  12th  of  March  of  the  same  year  Innocent  died  :  and 
if  he  is  to  be  numbered  among  those  ancient  Roman  prelates 
who  have  aggrandised  their  see  by  claims  inadequately  supjwrtod 
by  fact,  and  have  thus  prepared  the  ground  for  later  usurjia- 
tions  tending  to  the  modem  papal  autocrat-y,  he  yet  deserves 
respect  for  his  manful  championship  of  persecuted  holiness  in  the 
case  of  Chrysastom,  and  his  energetic  defence  of  the  doctrines  of 
grace  and  redemption  when  virtually  impugned  by  Pelagius.  The 
snccesscjr  of  Innocent  was  a  Greek  named  Zosimus.  To  him,  as 
to  one  less  likely  to  sympathize  with  the  keen  anti-Pelagian 
sensitiveness  of  Western,  or  at  least  African,  bishops,  Ccelestius 
personaDy  appealed,  after  having  been  driven  away  from  Con- 
stantinople by  the  "  zeal "  of  Atticus,  who  wrote  against  him  to 
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the  bishops  of  Asia^  Thessulonica,  and  Carthage.  He  hasteut^d, 
we  are  told,  to  Rome.  Zoeimua  gave  him  a  hearing,  and  was 
informed  that  he  had  been  falsely  accused  by  Paulinus  and 
wrongly  condemned  by  the  Council  of  Carthage,  In  prosecution 
of  this  appeal,  Ctplestius  presented  a  document,  in  which  he 
dwelt  with  needless  minuteness  on  points  not  in  question,  and 
then,  adverting  to  the  matters  at  issue,  pleaded  that  he  had  but 
stated  his  own  private  inferences  from  Scripture,  and  now  sub- 
mitted them  to  "  apostolical "  judgment.  What  he  said  about 
grace,  we  know  not ;  but  as  to  original  sin,  he  denied  it  wholly. 
"  Infants  ought,  I  confess,  to  be  baptized  for  remission  of  sins ; 
for  the  Lord  has  declared  that  the  baptized  alone  can  inherit  tht; 
kingdom  of  heaven."  This  was  to  come  nearer  to  the  Catliolir 
position  than  during  his  trial  at  Carthage.  "  But  I  do  not  mean 
by  this  statement  to  affirm  the  transmission  of  sin,  which  is  very 
alien  from  Catholic  sentiment."  This,  on  the  other  hand,  was  to 
deny,  as  false,  what  at  Carthage  he  had  only  treated  as  disputable. 
"  Sin  is  the  fault  nf  will,  not  of  nature ;  and  T  have  been  obliged 
to  g\uird  by  this  distinction  against  any  inference  drawn  from  the 
Sacrament  in  derogation  to  the  goodness  of  the  Creator."  If  he 
meant  to  deny  the  transmission  of  sinfulness,  this  was  to  accept 
the  words  of  the  Church  and  to  witldiold  from  them  their 
meaning,  and  no  man  who  bebeved  such  a  transmission  would 
have  been  content  to  trace  each  sin  to  a  personal  act  of  the 
will  and  to  stop  there  without  mentioning  an  antecedent  evil 
propensity. 

Zosimus  was,  at  the  time,  too  much  occupied  to  go  into  the 
case ;  but  he  appointed  the  formal  inquiry  to  take  place,  not  in  his 
Lateran  abode,  but  in  the  neighbouring  basilica  of  St.  Clement, 
•'  in  order  that  tlie  authority  of  so  great  a  bishop  might  have  its 
due  effect  in  the  settlement  of  the  case,"  Coeleatius  was  called 
before  the  assembly,  which  met  in  what  is  now  the  "  lower "  or 
subterranean  church  of  St.  Clement,  erected  in  the  fourth  century, 
and  referred  to  by  Jerome  "  as  preserving  to  this  day  the  memory  " 
of  the  great  sub-apostolic  bishop.  Its  columns  still  support  the 
floor  of  the  upper  church,  which  was  erected  in  the  eleventL 
century  and  is  of  extraordinary  interest  as  preserving  the  old 
basilican  features  in  perfection  ;  from  this  the  visitor  descends  to 
the  scene  of  the  court  of  inquiry.  Paulinus  was  at  Carthage  ;  so 
that,  like  Pelogius  at  the  Diospolitan  Council,  Coclestius  had  an 
advantage.     His  paper  or  "  libellus  "  was  read  ;  and  full  weight  was 
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given  to  his  profession  of  readiness  to  be  set  right  if  proved  to 
be  wrong.  Then  Zosimus  asked  whether  his  mind  was  really  in 
accordance  with  his  written  sentiments — which  was,  in  effect,  to 
accept  the  "libellus"  as  orthodox,  and  with  it  the  denial  of  the 
"transmission  of  sin."  CcelesCius  answered  in  the  affirmative; 
and  being  next  asked  whether  he  condemned  the  errors  published 
under  his  name,  he  replied  that  he  condemned  them  a&  they  had 
been  condemned  by  Innocent.  "  Do  you  condemn  what  Paulinus 
laid  to  your  charge  at  Carthage  ? "  "  Paulinus,"  replied  Ccolestius, 
"  might  be  proved  to  be  a  heretic."  Zosimus  l>ecame  impatient  at 
this  evasion :  "  Don't  shuffle  with  us  "  (literally,  "  I  will  not  have 
you  Uixd  us  about ") ;  "  answer,  do  you  condemn  all  that  has  been 
imputed  to  you  by  Paulinus  or  by  common  report  ? "  We  are 
told  that  a  plain  affirmation  could  not  be  drawn  fi-om  him  ;  and 
when  questioned  as  to  the  other  accusers,  Heros  and  Lazarus,  he 
replied  that  he  had  never  really  known  them,  had  but  casually 
seen  Lazanis,  and  had  received  an  apology  from  Heros  for  think- 
ing ill  of  him  without  proof.  Zosimus  resolved  to  adjourn  the 
case  until  he  coidd  learn  more  from  Africa;  but  admonished 
Ccelestius  and  the  bishops  present  to  "avoid  minute  and  useless 
inquiries  which  grew  out  of  mere  curiosity,  and  were  in  their 
effect  the  reverse  of  edifying."  The  assembly  declared  Hevos  and 
Lazanis,  in  their  absence,  to  have  forfeited  episcopal  dignity  and 
Church  communion;  and  then  Zosimus  set  himself  to  write  to 
the  bishops  of  AJxica.  Beginning  as  usual  with  high  words  about 
his  see,  as  the  appointed  source  of  sound  teacliing  for  the  whole 
world  (a  position  which  it  had  not  discharged  in  the  Arian  con- 
troversy), he  described  the  recent  hearing,  adding  that  when  the 
Africans  had  Ccelestius  before  tbem,  they  had  not  come  to  "  any 
clear  decision ; "  spoke  severely  of  Heros  and  Lazarus ;  quoted 
the  story  of  Susanna  and  the  judgment  of  Solomon  as  illustrating 
the  necessity  of  careful  examination  of  any  charge  brought  against 
a  brother ;  moi-alised  on  '*  slowness  to  believe  evil  as  the  sign  of 
an  excellent  disposition,"  and  then  came  at  last  to  the  point. 
Observe,  he  had  not  pres3ed  Ccelestius  to  e^cplain  or  defend  the 
denial  of  inherited  "  ain  ;  "  on  the  coutmry,  he  had  recognised  the 
paper  which  contained  it  as  satisfactory  in  itself  j  and  now  he 
tells  the  jVfricans  that  Ccelestius's  belief  had  been  proved  to  be 
"perfectly  sound"  (absoluta  fidr)\  if  any  wished  to  impugn  it,  let 
them  come  to  Rome  within  two  months ;  or  else,  let  the  African 
bishops  give  up  all  "  doubts  "  on  the  subject,  in  view  of  the  "  plain 
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and  manifest "  proofs  which  Ccelestius's  language  had  supplied  for 
his  own  vindication. 

After  thus  writing  on  the  case  of  Cojlestius,  ho  received  from 
Prayliu3,  the  new  bishop  of  Jerusalem,  an  earnest  appeal  in  behalf 
of  Pelagius,  who  had  sent  a  letter  and  a  confession  of  faith,  in- 
tentled  to  be  read  by  Innocent,  but  naturally  delivered  to  his 
successor.  Fragments  of  the  letter  are  preserved  by  Augustine. 
Pelagius  represented  himself  as  having  incurred  blame  on  account 
of  his  alleged  disapproval  of  the  baptism  of  infants,  which  was 
held  to  imply  the  promise  of  the  kingdom  of  heaven  to  the 
unredeemed.  This  looked  like  an  attempt,  as  Augustine  puts  it, 
to  throw  dust  into  the  reader's  eyes.  The  points  at  issue  were 
misrepresented  :  Pelagius  might  easily  profess  scornful  indignation 
at  any  one  who  could  even  admit  such  an  idea ;  *'  but,"  says 
Augustine,  "  he  will  not  clear  himself  in  that  fashion."  As  to 
grace,  Pelagius  asserted  freewill  in  all  men,  adding  that  it  was 
"bare  and  helpless  in  non-Christians,  in  Christians  alone  was  aided 
by  grace/'  or  "  by  the  help  of  Christ ;"  and  uoa-Christians  would  be 
condemned  for  not  using  their  freewill  so  as  to  come  to  faith  and 
obtain  God's  grace/' — "  which/'  says  Augustine,  *'  implies  that 
grace  is  given  according  to  merits/'  i.e.  as  a  reward  for  good  acts 
done  without  it.  Like  Coelestius,  he  was  diffuse  m.  his  dogmatic 
statement,  or  "  libellus  fidei/'  on  points  irrelevant  to  the  matter 
in  hand:  his  exposition  of  doctrine  as  to  the  Trinity  and  the 
Incarnation  is  valuable  for  luminous  orthodoxy,  might  remind  us 
of  terms  in  the  "  Quicumque/'  and  anticipates,  by  its  confession  of 
"  two  perfect  substances  in  the  one  person  of  Christ,"  the  exact 
definitions  of  Chalcedon ;  but  on  the  crucial  points  he  was  vague 
and  reserved.  Baptism  was  to  be  admiuistered  in  the  same  form 
to  infants  and  to  adults ;  God's  commands  were  not  beyond  man's 
fulfilment ;  Jovinian  was  wrong  in  asserting  human  impeccability, 
Manicheans  in  saying  that  men  could  not  but  sin ;  all  men  had 
freedom  of  will,  yet  all  men  always  needed  the  "  help "  of  God. 
"  As  to  which/*  says  Augustine^  "  one  has  again  to  ask,  What  sort 
of  help  ?  and  he  might  reply  that  he  means  the  moral  law,  or 
Christian  doctrine,  considered  as  auxiliary  to  natural  power."  One 
statement,  condemning  those  who  say  that  Christ  as  man  was 
not  sinless,  was  levelled  at  a  quotation  whick  Jerome  had  made 
from  "  the  Gospel  according  to  the  Hebrews."  Pelagius  concluded 
by  a  deferential  request  to  be  set  right,  if  he  erred,  by  the  Pope» 
as  one  who  "  held  the  faith  and  the  see  of  Peter/'     These  papers 
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were  read  in  a  public  ecclesiastical  assembly  with  the  same  forms 
as  wore  observed  in  the  case  of  Coilestius.  It  may  be  admitted 
that  on  this  occasion  it  was  more  natural  for  the  jud;Tes  to  be,  in 
Tillemont's  phrase,  *'  surprised,"  than  during  the  oral  examination 
of  Ccelestius ;  and  so  we  are  assured  that  "  the  holy  men  who 
were  present  all  but  wept "  with  admiring  sympathy ;  and 
Zosimua,  (in  the  21st  of  September,  wrote  another  letter  to  the 
African  bishops,  reproving  them  for  credulous  and  uncharitable 
haste  to  admit  the  cavils  of  unprincipled  accusers  against  two 
men  ascertained  to  be  "  perfectly  satisfactory  in  beUef "  {absolutm 
fidei).  Pelagius's  paper^  vnites  the  Pope,  "  had  most  abimilantly  " 
cleared  him  f if  all  su.spiL'ion ;  and  after  a  veliement  paragraph 
against  Heros  and  Lazarus,  he  admonished  the  African  bishops 
not  to  condemn  before  they  had  examined — not  to  welcome  every 
wind  that  blew  their  way  as  if  it  carried  truth  along  with  it. 
Eather  let  them  imitate  the  scrupulous  and  patient  caution  of  civil 
tribunals  in  criminal  cases,  with  respect  both  to  the  choice  of 
judges  and  to  adjournments  with  a  view  to  further  evidence ;  yes, 
and  let  them  also  remember  how  *'  the  Saviour  HimseK,  the 
Sacrifice  and  High  IMest  of  the  whole  world,"  hud  been  done  to 
death  by  udumny  :  and  if  the  return  of  the  son  in  the  parable  was 
a  cause  of  joy,  much  more  should  they  rejoice  over  Pelagius  and 
Ccelestius  as  brathren  proved  not  to  have  been  dead  or  lost,  to 
have  never  been  separate  from  the  Christian  body  or  from  the 
Catholic  truth. 

Now,  this  language  cannot  be  glossed  as  refening  merely  to 
the  offer  of  the  two  accused  persons  to  be  corrected  by  Home.  It 
repeatedly  ascribes  "  soundness  of  faith "  to  the  doctrinal  state- 
ments made  by  both  in  reply  to  accusation,  and  therein,  inevitably, 
to  the  negation  of  transmitted  "sin"  by  the  one,  to  the  vague  and 
suspicious  definition  of  divine  "  help  "  on  the  part  of  the  other. 
Sucli  wiia  the  solemn  judgment  pronounced  by  a  bishop  of  Kome 
in  favour  of  the  orthodoxy  of  Pelagius  and  Caelestiud — or,  in  his 
own  phrase,  the  "  good  confession  "  of  one,  the  '*  abundant  self- 
vindication  "  of  the  other;  the  fides  ahsoluta  of  both,  the  right  of 
both  to  be  regarded  as  having  "  never  lost "  their  hold  on  truth. 
What  are  we  to  say  of  him  who  gave  this  award,  which  was 
promptly  annulled  by  the  sentiment  of  the  whole  Church  ?  That 
/osimus,  though  himself  no  Pelagian,  allowed  himself,  with 
culjMblo  facility,  to  be  imposed  on  by  men  fai-  cleverer  than 
liimself,  and  with  a  most  unlucky  impetuosity  committed  himself 
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to  their  acquittnL  If  there  be  one  case  in  Augustine's  writings 
where  he  suppresses  or  glides  over  a  disagreeable  or  discreditable 
fact,  it  ia  in  the  case  of  this  Poi>e,  for  whom  he  afterwards  made 
excuses  whicli,  it  has  been  truly  said,  *'go  beyond  the  words  of 
Zosinius,"  drawing  the  veil  of  a  studied  indistinctness  over  the 
reality  and  gravity  of  the  error,  as  if  he  had  merely  endeavoured 
by  "  gentleness  "  to  bring  Ccelestius  round,  and  had  not  in  fact 
guaranteed  his  freedom  from  heresy.  We  see  here,  unquestionably, 
his  respect  and  tenderness  for  Rome.  She  had  faltered,  but  she 
had  righted  herself;  it  was  desirable  to  make  the  most  of  her 
righting  and  the  least  of  her  faltering,  so  as  to  secure  her  full 
strength  on  the  side  which  she  had  finally  espoused. 

The  A&ican  bishops,  ha^ing  received  Zoaimus's  first  letter 
in  behaK  of  Ctelestius,  met  in  Council,  and  wrote  to  him  desiring 
that  the  case  might  stand  over  until  he  was  more  fully  informed 
as  to  its  merits ;  and  then,  when  their  numbers  had  increased  to 
214,  passed  certain  doctrinal  resolutions  on  the  points  raised,  and 
concluded  by  a  virtual  appeal  from  the  authority  of  a  living  pope 
to  that  of  his  dead  predecessor.  "  We  determine  that  the  sentence 
pronounced  from  the  see  of  the  most  blessed  apostle  Peter,  by 
the  venenible  bishop  Innocent,  against  Feiagius  and  CojlestiuB, 
shall  hold  good  until  by  a  perfectly  explicit  confession  they 
acknowledge  that  God's  grace  aids  us,  through  Jesus  Christ,  not 
only  to  know  but  to  do  our  duty,  in  regard  to  every  single  act ; 
so  tliat  without  it  we  cannot  have,  think,  speak,  or  do,  anything 
that  belongs  to  true  and  holy  piety/'  One  cannot  but  admire  the 
diplomatic  ingenuity  of  this  resolution :  it  saves  all  respect  for  the 
dignity  of  the  First  See,  while  it  practically  sets  aside  the  ill- 
considered  action  of  its  present  occupant ;  the  principle  of  an 
appeal  from  the  present  to  the  past  is  adopted  and  carried  out ; 
a  dead  pope's  authority  is  utilised  for  a  veiled  rebuke  to  the 
living  pope,  intimating  that  he  has  lost  his  way  by  striking  out 
a  path  for  himself.  And  tlie  Council  wrote  to  him  in  terms  so 
earnest  that  he  calls  their  letter  an  "obtestation."  They  urged 
him  to  adhere  to  Innocent's  judgment  as  to  tlie  small  value  of 
Pelagius's  acquittal,  and  respectfully  but  plainly  intimated  their 
opinion  that  it  was  not  they  but  Zosimus  who  hod  exhibited  a 
hasty  credidity ;  that  he,  in  fact,  had  taken  too  much  on  trust 
from  Coplestius,  and  bad  omitt«d  the  duty  of  strictly  examining  his 
words.  Coelestius,  they  insisted,  must  not  get  otf  by  a  general 
profession  of  adhesion  to  Innocent's  teaching  \  he  must  be  required 
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to  condemn  explicitly  the  errors  contained  in  his  own  statement, 
lest  the  aUetjed  approval  of  Zosimus  should  outweigh  the  kno\¥Ti 
censure  of  Innocent.  They  sent  an  account  of  all  former  proceed- 
ings in  copies  of  authentic  reconls,  and  entrusted  their  documents 
to  a  Carthaginian  subdeacon  named  Marcellinus,  who  also  took 
charge  of  a  written  reply  by  Paulinua  to  a  missive  from  Zosimus 
summoning  him  to  Rome.  This  summons  haiil  arrived  on  November 
2nd>  and  the  answer  was  written  on  November  8th.  In  it  Paulinus 
strives  to  represent  Zosimus  as  having  already,  in  eftect,  con- 
demned Coelestiiis  by  calling  on  bim  to  disavow  wiiat  Faulinus 
had  imputed  to  lam.  "  The  Roman  Church/'  he  says,  "  knows 
well  enough  whom  she  holds  guilty.'*  He  claims  many  "  ancient 
Catholic  doctors  "  of  east,  west,  north,  and  south,  as  attesting  the 
doctrine  of  original  sin ;  but  the  only  Eastern  father  whom  he 
cites  is  Gregory  of  Naziamrus. 

Zosimus  might  derive  some  momentary  satisfaction  from  thLs 
complimentary  version  of  his  conduct ;  but  on  reflection  he  became 
conscious  that  he  had  taken  a  dangerous  step,  and  had  brought 
the  Roman  Church  itself  into  a  difficulty,  What  was  to  be  done  ? 
His  only  course  was  to  grant  the  delay  asked  for  by  the  Africans 
witli  as  little  as  possible  of  self-humiliation,  and  as  much  as 
possible  of  self-assertion.  Accordingly  he  wrote  a  letter — reckoned 
as  hia  tenth — which  is  unique  in  its  combination  of  ma^jniloquent 
claims  with  a  practically  complete  surrender :  like  our  James  I. 
on  embarrassing  occasions,  he  retreats,  but  blusters  while  retreat- 
ing. In  September,  having  been  deceived  by  the  unprincipled 
Patroclus,  bishop  of  iVrles,  he  had  written  that  even  his  own  see 
could  not  deprive  Aries  of  its  metropolitical  dignity  :  but  in  this 
case  he  makes  an  unqualified  claim,  asserting,  after  the  current 
papal  fashion,  much  more  than  he  could  have  proved  if  challenged 
to  prove  it — as  that  "  the  fathers  have  ascribed  to  the  apostolic 
see  so  great  an  authority  that  none  should  dare  to  question  its 
judgment;"  hut  intimates  that,  altlioiigh  no  one  could  call  him 
to  account,  yet  out  of  brotherly  feeling  he  wishes  to  act  ^vith  the 
Africans ;  and  lastly,  descending  as  it  were  step  by  stop,  he 
acknowledges  the  necessity  of  full  deliberation,  and  ttssures  them 
that  he  has  taken  no  finEki  resolution,  and  that  they  are  mistaken 
if  they  suppose  him  to  have  given  entire  credence,  "  in  every 
syllable  as  it  were/'  to  the  statements  of  Codestius.  This,  after 
he  had  declared  Cielestiua  to  be  "  perfectly  sound  in  faith/'  and 
never  to   have   swerved   from  the  truth,  and   hafi   lectured   the 
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Africans  on  their  over-hastj  assumption  of  hia  unaoundneas  I 
"  We  have  made  no  change  since  we  received  your  letter ;  every- 
thing b  left  in  the  state  in  which  it  was  when  we  formerly  wrote 
to  your  Holinesses," — that  is,  in  approval  of  CVnlestius  ! 

This  letter  was  dated  on  March  2l8t,  418,  The  chronological 
sequence  of  tlie  next  events  is  uncertain.  We  know,  indeed,  that 
Houoriiis,  on  April  30th,  issued  a  letter  to  "  PaUadiua,  pnetoriaa 
prefect,"  in  which  the  Pelaj^ian  errors  were  traced  to  *"  fallacious 
knowledge  "  and  denounced  iu  that  style  of  turgid  rhetoric  whieli 
had  become  official  in  government  departments.  The  charge  of 
libelling  the  divine  justice  was  ingeniously  retorted  on  the 
Pelagians,  who  held  that  God  had  created  man  subject  to  death 
iiTespectively  of  sin,  so  that  abstinence  from  sin  would  not  have 
availed  to  avert  the  duom.  They  also  held  that  tlie  fii-st  man's 
transgression  atfected  himself  only,  whereas  the  ''Catholic  law" 
or  religion  clearly  testified  Lhat  he  thereby  became  the  "  vestibule 
of  destruction  *'  for  all  his  descendants.  Keference  was  made  to 
the  existence  of  a  Felagianiziag  clique  in  the  "  most  sacred  city  " 
of  Eome  itself;  and  the  two  leaders  of  the  party,  with  their  Roman 
adherents  when  duly  informed  against  before  a  tribunal,  were 
sentenced  to  perpetual  exile.  We  know  not  what  influence  pro- 
duced this  vigoroa-^  imperial  intervention ;  some  have  supposed 
it  to  be  prior,  and  others  subsequent,  to  the  celebrated  circular 
in  which  Zosimus,  addressing  iiimself  to  the  bishops  of  Constanti- 
nople, Thesaalonica,  Jerusalem,  and  Egypt,  but  more  particularly 
to  those  of  Africa,  pronounced  an  explicit  condemnation  of  the 
very  men  whom  he  had  as  formally  pronounced  to  be  injuriously 
suspected  and  to  have  fully  proved  their  complete  orthodoxy. 
On  the  whole,  it  would  appear  that  this  step  was  taken  before  the 
appearance  of  Honorius's  rescript ;  for  otherwise  Zosimua  could 
not  liave  resolved,  as  we  find  he  did,  to  re-examine  Ccelastius. 
Coclestius,  with  Pelagius,  would  have  been  already  under  command 
to  leave  Ilome ;  whereas  we  are  told  that  he  declined  to  reapj>ear 
before  Zosimus  and  left  the  city  of  his  own  accord.  The  Pope's 
letter — which  must  have  been  written  for  him  by  some  one  betUT 
informed  than  himself — set  forth,  by  quotations  from  Pelagius 's 
commentary  on  St.  Paul,  the  errors  charged  against  Ccelestius: 
it  went  80  far  as  to  condemn  the  theory  of  a  place  of  salvation, 
outside  the  Kingdom  of  Heaven,  for  the  unhaptized ;  and  insisted 
on  the  doctrine  of  inherited  sinfulness,  and  on  baptism  as  its 
remedy,  in  words  worthy  to  be  had  in  remembrance — "  Faithful 
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is  the  Lord  in  His  own  words ;  and  His  baptism,  in  fact  and  in 
terms,  that  is,  in  its  operative  declaration,  and  real  remission  of 
sins,  has  the  same  fulness  in  each  sex,  age,  and  condition  of 
mankind.  No  one  is  made  free  from  sin  save  him  who  has  l>een 
the  slave  of  sin  ;  no  one  can  be  said  to  be  redeemed  who  has  not 
really  been  the  captive  of  sin  before  his  redemption.  ...  By  the 
death  of  Christ  is  annulled  that  handwriting  of  death  transmitted 
through  Adam  to  all  of  us  by  means  of  natural  birth,  and  by 
which  every  single  person  born  is  held  boxmd,  before  he  is  set 
free  by  means  of  baptism/'  On  the  subject  of  real  assisting  grace 
he  was  equally  explicit  "  AVTaat  time  is  there,"  ho  asked,  in  a 
passage  afterwards  quoted  by  Pope  Celestine»  "  in  which  we  are 
not  in  need  of  help  ?  Therefore  in  all  actions,  causes,  thoughts, 
movements,  wo  must  pray  to  our  Helper  and  Protector  ;  for  human 
nature  to  claim  aught  for  itself  is  mere  pride.*'  Zosimus  also  took 
care  (having  learned  something  from  the  reception  of  his  letter 
in  Africa)  to  speak  respectfully,  and  in  a  brother-like  tone,  of  his 
colleagues*  episcopal  rights.  "  Under  the  prompting  of  Grod — for 
to  Him  all  good  things  are  to  be  referred  as  to  their  author — we 
have  brought  the  whole  caae  before  the  minds  of  our  brethren  and 
fellow-bisho|5B." 

This  circular  was  called  a  Tradoria — a  term  properly  belonging 
to  a  letter  of  citation,  but  here  used  with  a  transference  of  meaning. 
The  general  result  will  be  best  considered  after  we  have  observed 
the  next  incident  in  the  African  drama.  Those  who  date  the 
Tractoria  after  Honorius's  edict  will  place  it  after  the  holding  of 
the  great  African  Council — a  Council  of  all  (Western)  Africa — 
which  met  at  Carthage  on  May  1st,  the  very  next  day  after  the 
imperial  signature  had  been  attached  to  that  edict.  H  we  accept 
the  view  which  makes  the  Tractoria  precede  the  edict,  it  of  course 
precedes  the  Council  also,  and  in  that  case  it  is  the  more  remark- 
able that  the  acts  of  that  assembly  make  no  reference  to  any 
doctrinal  utterances  from  Borne,  whether  by  Innocent  or  by 
Zosimus.  A  series  of  doctrinal  canons  was  passed,  in  the  form 
which  had  long  been  unfortunately  prevalent,  that  hs^  witli  an  ana- 
thema agidnst  the  maintenance  of  the  theories  therein  condemned. 

1.  Anathema  to  those  who  say  that  man  was  created  mortal, 
and  would  have  died  oven  though  he  had  not  fallen. 

2,  The  second  canon  has  a  central  imi>ortance  in  the  seiies. 
In  order  to  understand  it,  we  must  rememl>er  that  "  baptism  "  was 
universally  regarded  as  "  for  the  remission  of  sins."     A  baptism 
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not  "  for  the  remission  of  sina  "  waa  inconceivable.  That  object 
must,  it  was  held,  be  real  if  baptism  was  to  have  any  sigmficance, 
80  that  the  Pelagians  were  hard  put  to  it  to  account  for  baptism 
as  administered  to  those  who  as  yet  were  incapable  of  actual  sin. 
If  in  an  infant  there  was  nothing  which  needed  "remission/*  why 
baptize  him  at  all  ?  It  never  occurred  to  them  to  say,  "  In  order 
to  admit  him  into  a  covenant."  Sometimes  they  would  adapt 
the  gloss  that  remission  of  future  sins  was  guaranteed — a  view 
resembling  that  which  makes  baptism  a  pledge  and  not  an  instru- 
ment; sometimes  they  desperately  assumed  the  possibility  of 
actual  ains  on  the  part  of  infants.  Of  these  two  expedients,  the 
latter  was  felt  to  be  a  defiance  of  fact;  and  the  former  explained 
away  the  obvious  sense  of  the  pluraae  in  question,  which  referred 
to  a  remission  granted  in  and  through  the  administration  of  the 
sacrament,  belonging,  as  we  should  say,  to  its  "inward  grace." 
Now  lot  U3  look  at  the  Cortliaginian  canon  or  proposition,  which 
anathematizes  those  who  deny  that  infants  ought  to  be  baptized, 
or  say  that  they  are  indeed  baptized  *'  for  remission  of  sins,"  but 
that  they  derive  no  original  sin  from  Adam :  "  from  which  it 
follows  that  in  their  case  the  form  of  baptism  for  remission  of 
sins  "  {i.e.  the  profession  as  to  the  effect  of  baptism)  "  is  not  true  but 
false.  For  St,  Paul's  words,  'Through  one  man  sin  entered/  etc., 
are  to  be  understood  no  otherN\-ise  than  as  the  Catholic  Church 
everywhere  spread  abroad  has  always  understood  them ;  for  in 
view  of  the  rule  of  faith,  even  infants,  though  not  as  yet  able  to 
commit  personal  sin,  are  truly  baptized  unto  remission  of  sins, 
for  this  intent — that  in  them  that  may  be  washed  away  through 
regeneration  which  they  derived  by  natural  biitb/'  In  other 
words,  original  sin  meant  a  taint  or  stain  which  required  baptismal 
cleansing. 

3.  Passing  over,  as  perhaps  not  genuine  (for  Celestine  I.  in 
his  Articles  does  not  reckon  it  as  belonging  to  this  Council),  a 
decree  condemning  those  who  maintain  that  there  is  a  place  of 
blessedness  for  infants  who  die  uncliristened,  we  find  that  the 
next  decree  condemns  the  opinion  that  grace  avails  only  for 
pardon  of  sins  past,  not  for  aid  against  sin  in  the  future.  This 
points  to  that  Pelagian  gloss  which  defined  grace  as  remission  of 
past  sins. 

4.  Against  those  who  admit  that  grace  is  indeed  an  effectual 
aid  against  future  sin,  but  understand  the  aid  it  gives  to  consist 
merely  in  "  enabling  us  to  know  our  duty,  not  in  enabling  us  to 
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love  and  do  it"— the  view,  in  short,  wliicli   reduced  grace  to 
instructiun. 

5.  Against  those  who  say  that  grace  has  indeed  3ome  effect  in 
regard  to  our  doing  what  is  rightj  but  is  only  given  to  make  that 
easier  which  without  it  would  still  be  jioBsible  ;  **  for  our  Lord  said. 
Without  Me  ye  can  do  nothiug/' 

The  three  renuiining  canous  condemn  those  who  reduce  the 
words,  "  If  we  say  that  we  have  no  sin  we  deceive  ourselves,"  to  an 
expression  of  Immility,  or  who  interpret  "  Forgive  us  our  tres- 
passes," when  saiiJ  by  holy  persona,  either  in  a  similar  sense,  or 
as  an  intercession  for  others.  They  illustrate  the  tendency  of 
Felagianism  to  self-righteousness,  and  also  to  an  unreal  use  of 
sacred  words ;  and  we  observe  a  link  between  such  non-recognition 
of  sinfulness — of  the  need  of  actual  forgiveness — and  the  language 
ascribed  to  some  of  the  "  Plymoutli  Brethren/'  to  the  effect  that 
the  justiliod  are  "  worshippers  once  for  all  purged.'^ 

These  doctrinal  canons  are  put  forth  on  the  sole  authority  of 
the  African  episcopate.  Arrangements  were  added»  providing  for 
the  ease  whei^e  a  Catholic  church  and  a  Douatist  (but  now  also 
Catholic)  church  in  the  same  district  had  depended  on  different 
sees,  and  adjusting  the  several  bishops'  ckims  to  this  ur  that  place 
won  over  from  schism  :  and  it  was  enacted  that  clerics  com- 
plaining of  their  bishops'  judgments  must  ap^jeal  with  consent 
of  such  bishops  to  "neighbouring  {\:iemi)  bishops,  and  from 
them,  if  they  wisli,  to  African  Councils,  or  to  the  primates  of  their 
own  jjrovinces "  (i.e.  their  metropolitans),  and  that  any  one 
appealing  to  a  *'  transmarine  "  authority — that  '\&,  it  would  be 
nnderstood,  to  Komc — would  forfeit  communion  ^vitll  the  African 
Church.  This  canon  is  in  two  "forms,  the  28th  and  125th  sections 
of  the  Mrican  Chm-ch  code.  In  one  form  of  this  canon,  instead  of 
"  African  Councils.'*  we  read  *'  a  universal  Council/'  which  does 
not  mean  an  (Ecumenical  synod,  but  a  general  assembly  of  all 
the  "  African  bishops ;  "  and  there  is  added  an  imix)rtant  clause, 
"  Even  as  has  often  been  ordained  about  bishops  also :  "  words 
which  probably  represent  a  remark  by  the  presiding  primate 
Atxrelius  when  proposing  the  canon  to  the  Council  of  418,  and 
which  are  covered  by  a  passage  in  St.  Cyprian's  fifty-ninth  letter, 
to  the  etTect  that  "it  has  been  ordained  by  us  all  that  each  man's 
cause  should  be  heaixl  where  the  offence  chaiged  against  him  was 
committed." 

The  Tractoria  of  Zosimus  was  accepted,  Mercator  tells  tis,  by  the 
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bishops  of  ChrisUiudom  generally  and  confirmed  by  their  signatures  ; 
but  if  we  ask  whether  the  prelates  regjirded  it  as  intrLnsically 
decisive — as,  in  modern  phrase,  an  infallible,  irreversible,  ex  cathedra 
judgment — we  may  iind  an  answer  in  Augustine's  words  to  certain 
Pelagians.  In  one  well-known  [>assage  (or  rather,  a  passage  best 
known  by  a  daring  Itfitnan  perversion  of  its  import)  he  had  said 
that  "  two  Councils  had  sent  their  resolutions  to  the  apostolic  see, 
and  that  replies  had  been  i^eturned,  so  tliat  caiisa  Jlnita  est ;  "  but 
this  was  a  premature  uttemuce  in  a  sennon  preached  at  Carthage 
before  the  arrival  of  Zosimuss  letter  about  I'elagius,  which  muat 
have  soon  convinced  Augustine  that  the  matter  was  not  settled, 
that  "the  apostolic  see"  could  give  an  unsatisfactory  pronounce- 
ment. Four  yejirs  later,  he  i*eproduces  the  same  phi*a8e  in  a 
different  connexion  :  '*  Your  cause  (the  Pelagians')  has  now  been 
concluded  by  a  comi>etent  judgment  of  bishops  actiiig  in  coirvmon  ;  " 
even  as,  when  \mting  in  *420  to  the  successor  of  Zosimus,  he  Iiad 
8})okeii  of  the  "  pastoral  care  "  of  the  Christian  flock  as  "  common 
to  all  bishops,"  although  among  thcra  the  bishop  of  Rome  was  pre- 
eminent. The  African  bishops  wrote  a  letter  of  acknowledgment 
to  Zosimus,  an  extant  fragment  of  which  shows  that  they  made  use 
of  a  sentence  already  quoted  from  the  Tractoria  to  illustrate  the 
co-exifitence  and  harmony  of  divine  inspirations  with  human  fi-ee- 
wiU  and  cleverly  utilised  the  issue  of  the  Tractoria  as  an  eminent 
instance  of  such  freewill  on  the  Pope's  part.  Their  primate  was 
informed  of  Honorius*s  edict  by  an  imperial  letter  dated  June  11, 
in  which  '*  Our  Clemency  "  is  said  to  have  followed  their  judgment. 
i.e.  their  action  in  Pope  Innocent's  time ;  and  a  duplicate  of  this 
letter  was  sent  to  Augustine  himself. 

Augustine,  who  had  been  detained  at  Cartilage,  after  the,  disso- 
lution of  the  Council  of  May  1,  to  act  with  other  prelates  on  a 
committee  for  the  settlement  of  some  outstanding  business,  received, 
before  he  left,  a  letter  from  three  persons  then  in  Palestine — 
Pinianus,  Albina,  and  Mehinia — who  had  recently  seen  and  con- 
versed ydth  Pelagius.  They  had  urged  him  to  repudiate  the  eiTors 
ascribed  to  him.  He  had  then  declared  that  he  fully  believed 
"  grace  "  to  be  necessaiy,  at  every  moment,  for  every  good  action  ; 
and  that  infants  received  baptism  for  i-emission  of  sin.  He  read 
to  them  his  profession  of  faith,  which  hod  been  intended  for  Pope 
Innocent;  objected  to  liis  recent  sentence,  as  including  him  with 
Ccelestius  in  its  condemnation ;  and  again  referred  to  the  decision 
of  the  Council  of  Diospolis  in  his  favour.    On  being  informed  of 
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this,  Augustine  wrote  a  book  **  On  the  Graoe  of  Christ,"  in  order 
to  show  that  Pelagius  acknowledged  "  gi-ace  "  in  some  inadequate 
senses,  such  as  "  forgiveness,"  or  "  Chilst's  example,"  or  "  teach- 
ing "  in  the  fuller  sense  of  an  illumination  of  spiritual  eyesight. 
He  had  not  on  any  occasion  frankly  admitted  i-eal  gi-ace ;  and, 
while  acknowledging  the  need  of  help  for  our  "  capacity  "  of  choos- 
ing alight,  he  ignoi-ed  it  in  regard  to  the  "  act "  of  so  choosing. 
Then,  in  a  second  book,  "  On  Original  Sin,"  Augustine  conti-usted 
the  outspokenness  of  Coelestius  with  the  disingenuousness  of  Pela- 
gius, urging  that  the  latter  had  denied  any  vicious  tendency  in 
man  prior  to  personal  choice  nf  evil,  and  that  his  admissions 
which  had  been  accepted  in  Palestine  had  been,  in  fact,  insincere. 
He  had  not  bona  fide,  separated  Idmaelf  from  Coeleetius ;  he  had  not 
really  renounced  the  doctrine  that  Adam's  fall  had  hEtmaed  Adam 
alone,  and  that  infants  were  born  in  Adam's  iiufalleu  state.  In 
this  second  book  Augustine's  intense  conviction  of  the  vital  nature 
of  the  controversy  (which  Pelagius  i*epresented  as  not  really 
touching  the  faith)  comes  forth  in  the  words,  *'  In  the  case  of  these 
two  Men,  the  First  and  the  8econd  Adam,  the  faith  of  Christ  is, 
properly  speaking,  involved." 

From  Home  a  layman  resident  there  named  Mercator — un- 
doubtedly the  same  with  the  Marius  Meix^ator  whoso  writings  ou 
the  Pelagianjand  Nestorian  cfmtrovei'sies  are  extant  and  important, 
antt  whose  account  of  the  origin  of  Pelagianism  has  been  already 
cited — had  written  to  Augustine  wlule  he  was  still  at  Carthage, 
and  again  after  he  left  it,  and  had  sent  him  two  anti-Pelagian 
treatises,  one  "  filled  with  Scriptural  proofs  : "  Augustine  replied 
in  terms  of  warm  commendatiou,  and  suggested  answers  to  some 
questions  which  Mercator  had  proposed.  Those  Homan  clerics 
who  had  been  known  or  supposed  to  favour  Pelagianism  had  sub- 
mitted to  the  teaching  of  the  Tractoria,  and  ha<l  thereby  incurred 
from  the  Pelagians  the  charge  of  "  prtevaricatio,"  or  betrayal  of  the 
cause  which  they  had  professed  to  advocate.  Among  these  was 
Sixtus,  a  Koman  priest  whom  the  Pelagians  of  the  city  had  "  lK)asted 
of  as  an  influential  patron,"  while  Catholic  opinion  had  regarded 
him  (it  is  Augustine  who  speaks)  a.s  "  favouring  the  enemies  of 
Christian  grace ;  *'  he  was  now  the  first  to  pronoimce  anathema 
against  them  in  a  full  congregation,  and  wrote  in  that  sense  to 
Aurelius  of  Carthage.  The  bearer  of  this  "  very  brief  letter  "  was 
an  acolyte  named  Leo,  apfiareutly  identical  with  the  Leo  who 
many  years  afterwards  occupied  the  Roman  see  and  deservedly 
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obtained  the  appellation  of  "  the  Great."  Sixtus  also  wrote  a 
longer  letter — setting  forth  with  greater  fulness  the  belief  enter- 
Itiined  by  Koman  Churchmen  on  the  question,  and  (containing  11 
"  clear  defence  of  the  grace  of  God  " — to  Augustine  personally,  who 
read  it,  aa  he  says,  with  exultation,  proportionate  to  his  previous 
regret  on  account  of  the  writer's  supposed  inclinations  to  Pela- 
giauism.  Augustine  replied  at  great  length,  in  Lis  memorable 
194th  Epistle.  As  we  should  expect,  he  conderanerl  the  forced 
senses  put  by  Pelagianism  upon  grace ;  insisted  that  the  originat- 
ing principle  of  all;  good  iu  man  was  a  divine  act  moving  him 
to  good ;  described  the  good  deeds  of  men  as  in  fact  gifts  from 
Gotl ;  and  deduced  "  inherited  sin  "  from  the  practice  of  infant 
baptism,  rebuking  the  glos^  which  Pelagians  sometimes  put  on  the 
priifeasion  of  baptismal  faith  in  remission  of  sin  made  by  sponsors 
on  behalf  of  infants,  as  if  it  were  an  abstract  ])rofe3sion  as  to  the 
eflfect  of  baptism  in  other  cases.  Thus  far  the  letter  contained 
nothing  particularly  memorable.  But  it  went  further,  and  deve- 
loped, by  way  of  inference  from  certain  passages  of  the  Epistle  to 
the  Romans,  a  theory  of  absolute  predestination  irrespective  of  all 
conditions  (such  as  the  qualities  or  conduct  of  the  predestinate), 
and  grounded  simply  on  the  inscrutable  decrees  of  God.  The 
whole  mass  of  Adam's  children — so  Augustine  sternly  and  strin- 
gently determined — was  a  mass  of  lost  and  condemned  beings. 
Out  of  this  mass  Ho,  who  could  justly  have  condemned  and 
punished  all,  elected  some,  as  vessels  of  unmerited  and  inexpli- 
cable mercy.  If  any  man  asked  a  reason  for  this  election,  or,  in 
particular,  for  the  awful  difference  made  between  two  infants,  one 
elect  and  the  other  not  elect,  there  was  none  to  be  given  but  that 
such  was  the  Sovereign  Will :  "  0  the  depth  of  the  wisdom  .  .  . 
how  unsearchable  are  His  judgments  I "  Or  if  he  was  tempted  to 
make  this  absolute  decree  a  matter  of  presumption  for  the  favoured 
ones,  or  of  excuse  for  the  condemned,  let  him  hear  the  question, 
'*  Who  art  thou  that  repliest  against  God  ? "  and  remember  what 
insoluble  problems  are  set  l>efore  us  daily  by  such  facts  as  illustrate 
nothing  so  much  as  our  incapacity  to  judge  of  His  procedure. 

This  was  an  utterance  of  the  PredestinarianLsm  which,  some 
twenty  years  before,  had  appeared  in  Augustine's  letter  to  Simpli- 
cianus  of  Milan,  and  which,  some  ten  years  later,  reappeared  in  his 
criticism  of  a  modification  of  the  Pelagian  theory :  and  it  also  seems, 
if  we  take  the  letter  to  Sixtus  in  its  natural  import,  that  its  doctrine 
amounts  to  a  definition  of  grace  as  irresistible,  and  therefore,  in 
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later  technical  phrase,  indefectible  ;  that,  in  shoit,  it  contains  a 
manual  of  the  peculiarity  of  Augustinian  theology  on  this  subject, 
and  displays  the  tendency  of  Ida  mind  to  confront  a  heresy  on  the 
question  of  human  freedom  nnd  ability  by  an  ultra-logical  but 
partial  estimate  of  Scriptural  teaching  on  the  Sovereignty  of  God. 
No  wonder  that,  eight  years  later,  it  peiplexed  a  number  of  thought- 
ful monks,  and  provoked  a  new  controversy  by  the  hard,  keen, 
jiitiless  absolutism  of  its  tone ;  even  as  Augustine's  apj^arent  in- 
difference to  primary  conceptions  of  divine  equity  drew  forth  the 
complaint  that  he  was  a  libeller  of  the  all-just  God.  We  may 
wonder  that  a  "  mind  so  rich  and  so  affectionate  "  could  have  taken 
up  a  view  whiuh^  in  our  modern  experience,  has  seemed  to  make 
ilie  God  of  Christians  unlovable.  But  we  must  remember  that  Ids 
mind  "was  always  full  of  the  divine  dealings  which  had  led  up  to 
his  own  conversion :  in  magnifying  the  divine  supremacy,  in 
empliasizing  the  mystery  of  the  divine  choice,  he  seemed  to  him- 
self U)  bo,  as  it  were,  givnng  thanks  far  a  mercy  transcending  all 
thought  and  words.  Yet,  this  being  allowed,  we  must  still  deplore 
the  line  which  he  thus  took^  and  say  with  Mozley  that,  in  the 
hmguage  under  consideration,  he  committed  the  grave  error  of 
erecting  on  '*  an  imperfect  basia,"  without  seeing  that  it  was  imper- 
fect, a  structure  which  it  could  not  support^  a  structure  of  absolute 
and  thoroughgoing  Predestinariauism.  He  seized  on  the  Scn[)- 
tural  passages  which  suggest  or  assert  an  election  or  a  predestinu^ 
tion,  accentuated  them,  drew  inferences  from  them,  and  so  built  up 
a  system,  round,  com[ilete,  uncompromising — but  one-i^ided.  It 
may  seem  strange  that,  in  dwelling  on  Rom.  viii.  29,  30,  he  forgot 
the  relation  of  those  words  to  a  long  context,  which  presupposes 
throughout  a  real  action  of  the  believer's  will  in  response  to 
"  adopting  "  grace,  and  thus  leads  up  to  the  assurance  that  such  a 
person  has  God  on  Ms  side,  and  that  all  things  work  together  for 
his  good;  so  that  predestination  and  what  is  described  as  fallow- 
ing it  are  introduced  as  a  guarantee  of  divine  support  for  loyal 
souls  as  such,  and  the  forces  which  are  called  incapable  of  "  sepa- 
rating us  from  the  love  of  God  which  is  in  Christ"  do  not  include 
the  internal  capacity  of  the  will  to  refuse  that  love  by  obdurate 
rebellion.  But  with. the  great  idea  of  divine  sovereignty  domi- 
nating and  fascinating  hi3  mind,  Augustine  could  not  adjust  the 
balance ;  and  instead  of  summarising  the  indications  given  by 
Scripture,  now  on  this  side,  and  then  on  that  side,  of  a  mystery 
which  i>eculiarly  resisted  the  touch  of  systematic  combination,  he 
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exag^^erated  the  results  of  one  set  of  passages,  and  threw  auuther 
into  the  ahade  because  an  ungracious  heresy  had  raiaused  it.  S<j, 
too,  we  may  reniai'k  the  relentless  logic  uf  Augustine's  mind  in  his 
repeated  assuiuptian  that  the  futit  of  baptismal  grace  iiuj>lied  the 
perdition  of  unbaplized  infants;  in  his  refusal  to  recognise  any 
real  goodness  outside  the  pale  of  Christian  sacraments  and  fellow- 
ship ;  and,  nut  loss,  in  his  frequent  use  of  language  which  woidd 
represent  the  original  taint,  disease,  wai-p,  perversion,  corruption — 
call  it  Ijy  what  name  one  may — which  no  tjb.servur  of  human 
nature  can  ignore,  as  rather  the  actual  imputati^jn  of  the  very  sin 
(.►f  "  man's  first  disobedience "  than  as  a  condition  of  moral  loss, 
inv<tlving  a  grievous  woakening  of  inclination  towards  good  and  a 
too  powerful  bias  in  the  dhection  of  evO — a  deterioration,  in  short, 
both  passive  and  active^  both  negative  and  positive.  This  latter 
view  would  satisfy  all  the  just  requirements  of  belief  in  a  Fall ; 
and  to  such  a  condition  ha  it  recognises  there  must  needs  attach  un- 
iituess  for  the  Divine  Presence :  the  human  being,  "  bereft  of  original 
grace,  and  wounded  also  in  nature/'  might,  in  tliat  sense,  be 
designated  "a  child  of  wrath ; "  and  such  an  accoimfc  of  the  effects 
of  the  Fall  would  excel  Augustine's  absolutism  in  fidelity  to  the 
facts  of  the  case  as  looked  at  from  all  sides,  and  in  avoidance  of 
such  overstatements  as  were  sure  to  pnivoke  moral  and  i-easouable 
reclamation,  and  hasten  a  reaction  that  would  give  advantage  to 
the  opposite  form  of  error.  Thus  much  it  seems  necessary  to  say 
itu  tlie  i>eculiarities  of  Augustine's  anti-Pelagian  dogmas.  Great  as 
he  was  when  insisting  on  man's  need  of  a  Redeemer  and  llestorer, 
he  did  not  possass  the  perfect  theological  self-command  which 
enabled  "an  Athaaasius  to  retain  his  grasp  of  an  argument  by 
both  handles;  and  so  he  sometimes  launched  his  javelin  lieyimd 
recall,  was  overmastered  sometimes  by  his  own  powers  (»f  logic, 
perhaps  of  rhetoric  " — one  might  say  certainly  of  rhetoric,  for  the 
rhetorical  element,  as  a  survival  of  his  early  proficiency  in  that 
art,  holds  too  large  a  place  in  his  management  of  the  controversy. 
He  wa.s,  in  turn,  outstripped  by  Calvin,  who,  as  Ai'chdeacon  Hard- 
wick  expresses  it,  "  exaggerated  some  parts  of  Augustine's  theory, 
and  curtailed  others ; "  plainly  spoke  of  the  non-elect  as  *'  pre- 
destined to  eternal  condemnation"  by  a  "decree"  which  he 
admitted  to  be  "  terrible"  (for  that  is  the  tine  import  of  his  AottMc)  ; 
brought  out  with  relentless  emphasis  whac  Augustiniaxuam  rather 
implied  than  expressed ;  and,  which  is  a  still  more  im{)ortant 
difference,  by  his  theory  of  sacraments  as  but  pledges  of  grace,  and 
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that  only  to  the  elect,  excluded  that  belief  in  saci-amental  efficacy 
which  had  made  predestinatinnism  in  Augustine  "  so  different  a 
thing  from  what  it  was  in  Calvin"  by  combining  it  wth  ix  recog- 
nition of  spiritual  facts  too  real  to  be  merely  relative.  Thua,  over 
and  above  the  Predeatinarian  question,  it  wa.s  necessary,  as  to 
grace,  to  uphold  the  doctrine  of  a  real  supernatural  gift  of  power, 
or  prtsaenee  of  the  Holy  Spirit,  bestowed  thnmgh  Christ,  in  order 
to  work  on  the  will  and  affections,  and  thereby  to  develop  good 
action  and  to  form  g(>od  habits  ;  but  it  was  going  too  far  to  i-epre- 
sent  the  will  a.s  iiTcsistibly  determined  by  such  grace.  Again.  a.s 
to  Che  Fall,  it  was  necessary  to  affirm  a  real  deterioration  entailed 
on  the  first  man's  descendants  by  his  lapso;  but  it  was  going  too 
far  to  formalise  this  idea  into  a  literal  imputation  of  his  personal 
8Ui  and  a  total  cori'uption  of  human  nature,  anil  to  represent  the 
ordinary  sacramental  remedy  for  the  ingrained  mischief  as  so 
absolutely  necessary  that  without  it  salvation  would  be  impossible. 

It  has  been  said,  in  Mercator's  wortls,  thai  the  bishops  of 
Christendom  generally  accepted  the  Tractoria  of  Zosimus ;  but 
there  were  some  eighteen  exceptions,  of  whom  the  most  con- 
spicuous was  Julian,  bishop  of  (Eculanum  or  Eclanmn  in  Campania, 
the  son  of  an  Apuliau  bishop  named  Memor  and  of  liis  pious  ^vil*o 
Juliana.  This  young  prelate  was  a  man  of  very  remarkable  ability  : 
in  boyhood,  according  to  Bede,  he  had  received  some  teaching  from 
Pelagius ;  he  had  been  made  a  Header,  had  married,  and,  after  his 
ordination  as  deacon  in  408  or  409,  had  made  a  very  favourable 
impression  on  Augustine  himself,  who  spoke  of  him  as  his  "  son 
and  fellow-deacon ; "  and  he  had  afterwards  been  consecrated 
bisiiop  by  Innocent  himself.  He  had  not  avowed  his  general 
iigreement  with  Pelagius  while  Innocent  lived,  but  now  refused  to 
sign,  at  his  successor's  bidding,  a  fonnuhiry  condemning  the 
opinions  which,  with  some  not  unimjKjrtant  moditicatious,  he 
himself  hold.  Impetuosity  and  pertinacity  were  inherent  in 
his  character ;  and  his  intense  conviction  that  the  anti-Pelagian 
campaign  struck  at  the  belief  in  human  responsibility  and  divine 
justice  was  combined,  according  to  Augustine,  with  a  supercilious 
contempt  for  his  opponents  as  an  uncultured  crowd  swayed  by 
crude  pietlstic  prejudices,  and  with  a  disposition,  such  as  had  been 
observed  in  Coclestitis,  to  rely  on  a  dialectical  readiness  and  acute- 
ness.  rather  than  on  Scriptural  authority  or  ecclesiastical  sentiment, 
for  the  controversial  triumphs  which  he  made  sure  to  win. 

Whe     summoned  to  sign  the  Tractoria^  he  and  the  group  of 
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bishops  who  agreed  with  him  addressed  to  Zosimus  a  letter,  and  to 
the  bishoji  of  Aquileia  a  memorial  or  "libellus  fidei,"  which,  like 
that  of  Pela^ius,  begins  by  stating  the  truths  of  the  Creed  in  terms 
(ilftborntely  orthodox,  and  especially  atTinns  that  "the  Son  of  God, 
in  becoming  man,  did  not,  as  if  by  a  change,  cease  to  be  God;" 
but  which  difl*;rs  from  Ptjlagius's  formula  by  being  more  explicit, 
and  mnch  less  unsatisfactory,  on  the  points  really  in  question. 
The  memorialists  acknowledge  the  "  grace  of  Christ "  as  co-operat- 
ing with  freewill,  condemn  those  who  say  that  sin  can  be  avoided 
without  it,  and  call  it  the  "  perpetual  helper  and  companion  of  all 
good  acts  ;  *'  while  they  maintain — ^rightly  enough^  we  must  say — 
that  it  will  not  "  follow  those  who  refuse  it,"  and  that,  if  one  man 
is  good  and  another  bad,  the  difference  is  due  to  human  fault  and 
not  to  divine  will.  They  admit  that  mankind  did  "  die  in  Adam  " 
(as  St.  Paul  had  expressly  taught),  and  confess  that  bajitism  is 
necessary'  for  persons  of  all  ages,  Infants  included,  and  is  a  prere- 
quisite for  the  obtaining  of  pardon  for  all  sins,  and  for  admission 
into  the  Kingdom  of  Heaven,  and  should  be  administered  to  infants 
in  exactly  the  same  woi-ds  as  to  adults.  But  they  denoimce  the 
notion  of  "  natural  sin.  or  whatever  else  it  is  called,"  and  quote 
Chr}'309tom  as  denying  that  infants  brought  to  baptism  are  stained 
with  "  sins  " — a  perfectly  in*elevant  quotation,  for  of  course  Chry- 
aostoui  was  referring  to  the  sins  which  we  call  actual  or  personal : 
but  here  we  may  see  the  result  of  Augustine's  application  of  the 
word  "sin"  to  a  condition  of  inherited  sinful  tendency,  for  to 
obscure  a  clear  distinction  was  to  introduce  confusion  into  the 
debate.  In  one  passage  of  their  letter  they  protest  against  being 
required  to  condemn  Pelagius  or  Cttlestius  in  their  absence.  "  Men 
who  clear  themselves  by  memorials,  condemn  false  doctrines 
ascribed  to  them,  profess  to  be  Catholics,  may  well  be  defended 
and  have  their  doubtful  language  favourably  construed ;  but  we," 
keeping  to  strict  impartiality,  "  wOl  neither  condemn  nor  defend 
them.  Yoiu-  Holiness  may  rest  assured  that,  however  wildly 
just  now  the  sea  may  rage  against  us,  it  will  never  be  able  to 
shake  that  house  of  right  judgment  which  is  founded  on  the 
righteousness  of  Christ."  Both  letter  and  memorial  failed  of  their 
purpose.  Zosimus  replied  to  the  former  by  excommunicating 
Julian,  Florus,  Orontius,  Fabius,  and  other  Pelagianizing  prelates ; 
whereupon  Julian  wrote,  and  his  friends  took  care  to  circulate,  a 
second  letter  to  Zosimus,  in  which  he  again  disclaimed  all  negation 
of  the  Scriptural  propositions  as  to  all  men  dying  in  Adam  and 
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owing  their  share  in  resurrection  to  Christ,  and  treated  another 
Pelagian  statement  "  that  infants  are  born  in  Adam's  unfallen 
i^ndition "  as  dubious,  and  another  "  that.  Ailam  wixs  created 
mortal  and  would  have  diod  in  any  case  "  as  devoid  of  warrant. 

And  30,  without  the  slightest  feai-  of  what  Church  authorities 
would  do  to  him,  witliout  the  smallest  soU-mistnist  in  view  of  the 
vast  majority  arrayed  against  him,  Julian,  supported  by  the  con- 
tributions of  his  adherents,  entered  on  a  coiu'se  of  sectarian  activity 
which,  in  spite  of  all  discouragements,  was  prolonged  into  the 
pontificate  of  Leo.  The  Pelagian  bishops,  under  his  guidance, 
ii|fcpcaled  to  Hnnorius,  as  early  as  the  October  of  418,  for  a  new 
lieariiig  before  a  General  Council.  This  was  a  step  which  might 
give  cause  for  uneasiness  :  we  find  Zosimus  \vriting  to  some  clerics 
of  his  whom  he  had  sent  to  the  Court  of  Ravenna,  and  warning 
them  against  certain  excommunicated  persons  who  had  ventured 
to  proceed  to  the  court ;  in  this  letter  he  intimated  that  these 
persons  had  gained  some  adherents  at  Rome,  whose  case  would  be 
matter  for  grave  deliberation  when  his  deputies  should  return. 
But  the  Pelagian  cause  had  a  powerful  adversary  at  the  court  in 
the  person  of  Count  Valerius.  Ho  defeated  their  attempt  to 
obtain  a  new  trial ;  his  house,  in  Augustine's  phrase,  became  "  a 
place  of  comfort  to  the  holy,  and  of  terror  to  the  impious."  To 
him  Augustine,  who  had  been  accused,  in  a  treatise  addressed  by 
some  Pelagian  to  Valerius,  of  implicitly  condemning  man*iage  as 
a  medium  of  the  "transmission  of  sin,'*  sent  in  419  a  first  book 
'*  On  Marriage,"  which  came  into  the  hands  of  Julian,  wlio  forth- 
with Implied  in  four  books  to  what  is  described  as  one-ftnirth  of 
Aagostine's  argument.  Augustine  received  some  extracts  from 
this  rej»ly,  which  were  sent  to  him  by  Valerius,  and,  without  wait- 
ing to  see  the  whole  work,  lie  wrote  a  second  book  '*  On  Marriage  " 
in  420.  He  uniformly  recognised  the  "  honourableness "  of  that 
state,  although  he  regarded  celibacy  as  intrinsically  higher  and  in 
some  part  of  his  language  gave  occasion  to  notions  not  far  i*emoved 
from  the  Oriental  assumption  of  an  impurity  in  matter.  It  was  after 
the  publication  of  this  second  book  that  he  received  from  Boniface 
I. — who  succeeded  Zosimus  at  the  end  of  418 — through  the  medium 
of  his  friend,  bishop  Alypius,  copies  of  a  letter  (said  to  be  from 
Julian)  addressed  to  some  of  the  Roman  clergy,  in  which  their 
chiefs  were  branded  aa  turncoats,  and  of  another  letter,  addressed 
by  the  eighteen  Pelagianizing  bishops  to  Rufus,  the  bishop  of  Thessa- 
lonica,  who  held  a  sort  of  delegation  from  Rome  in  Eastern  Illyiicum. 
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In  both  these  documents — the  former  of  which  Julian  did  not 
acknowledge  as  his  own — Augustine  found  liimself,  not  for  the 
first  time,  charged  with  retaining  the  leaven  of  his  old  ManicheLsm. 
It  was  a  telling  point :  "  This  doctrine  of  sin  as  in  the  nature  which 
wo  inherit  is  only  a  disguised  form  of  the  pestilent  Oriental  notion 
of  a  nature  originally  evil,  not  the  creation  of  the  good  God."  To 
these  "  Two  Letters  of  Pelagians  "  Augustine  replied  in  four  books, 
addressed  to  Boniface.  He  takes  pains  to  set  forth  the  Catholic 
doctrine  as  opposed  alike  to  Pelagianism  and  to  Manicheism.  He 
repels  the  charge  of  fatalism  :  "  It  is  not  we  who  call  fate  grace. 
but  you,  our  antagonists,  who  call  grace  fate."  He  goes  over  his 
usual  topics,  not  without  indications  of  an  extreme  estimate  of  the 
power  of  grace  over  the  will ;  he  admits  that  baptism  leaves  unre- 
moved  an  infirmity  which  requires  laborious  correction ;  he  asks 
how  the  '*  Pelagians  "  can  explain  the  justice  of  allowing  men  to 
derive  death  from  their  first  parent,  when  they  are  in  no  real 
relation  to  his  sin ;  he  sets  a.side  the  "  Pelagians' "  profession  of 
"  zeal "  for  creation  as  good,  for  marriage  as  holy,  for  freewill  as 
real,  on  the  ground  that  these  points  are  not  in  dispute  ;  and  dis- 
cusses certain  passages  of  Cyprian  and  Ambrose  as  a\'ailable 
against  Pelugiauism.  It  is  in  this  treatise  that  he  minimises  the 
extent  of  Zosimus's  error  in  his  treatment  of  Ccelestius  and  Pelagius, 
Julian's  fertility  and  volubility  as  a  controversialist  were 
illustrated  by  tlie  increasing  bulk  of  each  of  his  treatises ;  his  re- 
joinder to  the  second  book  "  On  Marriage  "  consisted  of  eight  books ; 
and  Augustine,  after  finishing  a  long  critique  on  Jidian,  consisting 
of  six  books,  found  himself  obliged  to  begin  yet  another  treatise, 
which  he  did  not  live  to  complete,  which  is  therefore  called  his 
"  Unfinished  Work  against  Julian,"  and  to  which  we  are  indebted 
for  our  liveliest  notions  of  what  Julian  really  meant,  of  what  he 
intrinsically  was.  Augustine's  indignation  at  hia  "  loquacity,  self- 
confidence,  and  youthful  rashness  ''  has  somewhat  of  the  asperity 
of  a  senior  who  sustains  a  shock  from  finding  himself  disrespect- 
fully treated  by  a  Junior ;  Julian  is  to  him  a  forward  young  man, 
of  whom  he  has  formerly  thought  well,  but  who  clearly  needs  to 
be  set  down  with  a  severe  snubbing.  But  Julian  was  not  to  be  so 
easily  set  down.  He  leaves  Augustine  far  behind  in  the  rush  of 
polemical  invective:  he  likens  him  to  the  false  prophets  who 
"sewed  pillows  to  ormholes,**  charges  him  with  a  disingenuous  use 
of  logic,  and  denoimces  him  as  a  "  Numidian  of  shameless  front," 
as  "  hasty  and  foolish  "  in  "  answering"  a  treatise  of  which  he  had 
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onlj  seen  some  extracts,  as  trading  on  the  ignorance  of  an  illi- 
terate majority  innde  up  of  soldiers  and  sailors,  low  inechanica, 
cooks,  dissolute  ex -monks,  ignorant  cleiics — people  "wbo  swallowed 
blindly  what  was  told  them,  who  were  dominated  by  eoclesiiistical 
dogmatism,  or  who  welcomed  a  doctrine  that  abated  moral  resjion- 
sibility.  He  declared  that  tbe  forces  thus  arrayed  were  dejiendent 
on  bribes,  on  ladies'  bequests,  on  ]»opular  agitation,  on  the  corrupt 
influence  of  state  functionaries.  The  censures  of  such  a  crowd 
were,  to  him,  of  no  more  importance  than  the  noise  of  the  "  wind 
sweeping  over  a  crop  of  lupines ; "  he  was  content  with  the  support 
of  the  thoughtful  few :  Athanasius  had  been  one  of  a  small 
minority  \  Augustine,  and  those  whom  he  led,  were  in  that  respect 
like  the  Arians  \  What  if  the  tide,  for  the  present,  were  in  their 
favour  ?  What  if  the  Eoman  Church  itself  were  now  patronising 
a  fatalistic  error  ?  There  was  but  one  plain  duty  for  him  and  his 
Mends,  to  uphold  at  all  hazards  unpopular  truth.  And  it  is 
instructive  to  see  what  mainly  roused  his  wratli  a^^'ainst  the 
Augustinian  line  of  statement.  He  repeatedly  apeak.s  of  his 
adversaries  as  affirming  "  naturale  peccatum,"  and  thus  of  impugn- 
ing the  goodness  of  the  Creator;  and  if  this  was  a  misrepre- 
sentation— akin  to,  or  identical  with,  the  Pelagianizers'  habit  of 
calling  Augustine  a  Manichean — it  cannot  be  denied  that  Augus- 
tine's i^ersistent  use  of  the  word  "  sin  "  for  the  inherited  moral  taint 
or  warp,  together  with  some  of  his  language  on  the  relations  between 
the  sexes,  gives  some  c^loui*  to  the  imputation.  Julian  had 
stronger  ground  to  stand  upon  when  he  denounced  the  notion 
that  unconscious  infants  would  be  absolutely  condemned  for  the 
sin  of  the  lirst  father ;  this,  he  said,  was  an  outrage  against  the 
supreme  equity,  and  he  bade  Augustine  "  take  himself  off  with 
that  unjust  God  of  his ; "  it  made  the  Creator  of  men  resemble  a 
devil ;  it  was  a  hideous,  monstrous,  infernal  idea,  "  an  indescribable 
sacrilege  worse  than  any  idolatry."  He  also  denounced  the  imreal 
admission  of  freewill  which  was  involved  in  the  theory  of  irre- 
sistible grace,  and  meant  a  wrong  to  the  divine  justice.  *'  Under 
the  pretext  of  setting  up  grace,  you  have  upset  justice."  A  freedom 
which  was,  when  examined^  a  determined  or  necessitated  choice  of 
right  as  against  wrong,  was  not  freedom  at  all  and  had  no  moral 
value  as  such.  One  of  the  unhappiest  results  of  the  discussion 
was  that  Julian  fancied  himself  obliged,  for  the  sake  of  the  benefit 
of  Christ's  example,  to  suggest  that  He  was  in  his  Manhood  sus- 
ceptible of  evil  impulses — ix.  to  reproduce  one  of  the  most  offensive 
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points  in  the  Chriatology  of  Theodore.  But  even  here,  as  through- 
out, it  was  largely  an  ethical  interest  which  dominated  Julian.  If 
only  Augustine  had  been  more  careful  to  observe  balance  and 
proportion,  and  to  provide  scope  in  his  system  for  diverse  aspects 
of  truth,  Juban  might  have  avoided  a  fatal  stumbling-block ;  he 
might  have  been  kept  from  committing  himself  on  the  side  of 
heresy ;  he  might  even,  perhaps,  have  been  won  over.  As  it  was, 
he  became  the  unwearied  champion  of  a  cause  that  lost  strength 
and  hope  with  every  year.  It  is  impossible  not  to  admire  his 
dauntless  persistent  energy,  and  to  wish  that  it  had  been  secured 
on  the  side  of  the  Church.  He  looked  at  the  mass  of  authority, 
influence,  theological  argument,  that  was  arrayed  against  him, 
without  quailing  or  even  hesitating;  if  one  resource  failed,  he  was 
ready  with  another ;  when  it  became  hopeless  to  obtain  a  hearing 
from  tho  Western  Emperor,  he  tried  to  gain  it  from  the  Church  of 
Constantinople ;  and  after  traversing  land  and  sea  in  tho  desperate 
enterprise  to  which  he  had  devoted  himself,  he  found  shelter  for  a 
time  in  Cilicia,  until  Theodore,  though  agreeing  with  him  in 
hostility  to  the  Augustiuian  doctrine,  was  forced  to  anathematize 
him  in  a  Council  about  the  year  423.  It  was  in  the  next  year 
that  Ccelestiua,  who  had  already  been  expelled  from  Home,  in  421, 
by  an  order  of  the  co-Emperor  Constantius,  was  driven  out  of  Italy 
by  the  exertions  of  Celestine,  then  lately  elected  Pope,  who  accepted 
the  anti-Pelagian  view  on  the  authority,  it  would  seem,  of  the  great 
African  bishop  whom,  as  he  afterwards  said,  '*  his  predecessors  had 
reganled  as  one  of  the  chief  teachers  of  the  Church,  and  whom  he 
knew  to  have  been  loved  and  honoured  by  all." 

Tlie  condemnation  of  Pelagianism,  pronoimced  by  the  Western 
episcopate  with  various  degrees  of  emphasis,  under  the  guidance, 
technically  of  Rome,  but  really  of  Africa,  was  affirmed  by  the 
episcopate  of  the  East.  PelagiuB  disappears  from  history. 
Ccelestius,  with  characteristic  pertinacity,  continued  his  efforts 
to  maintain  something  like  a  party.  But,  on  the  whole,  the  heresy 
was  put  under  ban :  it  received  a  blow  which  paralyzed  it.  Yet  its 
story  is  of  imperishable  interest:  the  importance  of  the  question 
will  be  best  seen  by  supposing  all  references  to  "  grace  "  to  be  struck 
out  of  our  own  Church  collects  ;  and  we  shall  learn  to  estimate 
the  service  wliich  Augustine  rendered  to  Christianity  by  observing 
how  the  Eastern  habit  of  mind,  which  dwelt  mainly  on  its  illumi- 
native side,  on  the  "knowledge  of  truth"  which,  as  "  light,"  it  im- 
parted, needed  to  be  balanced  and  supplemented  by  an  opportune 
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insistenco  on  grace,   as    "  God's  love  in  action "   on  the   soul. 

Nor  can  we  pass  over  the  remarkable  and  most  instructive  fact, 
that  Felagiauism,  for  all  its  ascetic  afRnities  and  its  assertion  of 
the  iwsaibility  of  a  *'  sinless  "  righteousness  in  this  world,  did 
practically,  to  use  Mozley's  words,  *'  dull  the  sense  of  sin,  and 
depitisa  the  standard  of  virtue;"  ao  that,  when  unconnected  with 
the  ennobling  conception  of  grace,  morality  itself  sunk  down  to  u 
secular  Isvel.  It  was  a  befitting  nemesis  on  "the  sell'-suflicieut 
will  '*  which  imagined  that  it  could  dispense  with  that  "  inspiration  " 
which  represents  God's  interest  in  man's  ti*ueat  life,  and  lifts  good- 
ness higher  while  keeping  it  humble.  And  so,  "  with  all  the 
excess  to  which  Augustine  pushed  the  trulli  which  he  defended, 
he  was  defending  a  vital  truth,  without  which  Christianity  must 
have  sunk  U^  an  inferior  religion."  Nor  are  we  of  this  age  without 
warnings  of  such  a  deterioration  as  a  peril  to  be  guarded  against; 
for,  as  wo  have  already  observed,  a  mode  of  tliought  whirh  repro- 
duces the  Pelagian  principle  is  by  no  means  without  influence  in 
the  England  of  to-day.  A  revulsion  from  Calvinism  may  have 
had  something  to  do  with  this  practical  revival  of  the  old  misbelief ; 
but  it  might  have  occun-etl  if  (Jalvin  had  never  writttsu.  Modem 
Pelagianism,  so  to  call  it,  includes  such  elements  as  these  :  (1)  A 
defective  sense  of  the  malignity  of  sin,  growing  out  of  a  practical 
attenuation  of  the  fact  of  moral  corruption  in  human  nature,  and 
even  i>08itively  substituting  for  the  idea  of  sin  that  of  a  necessary 
'*  incident"  in  moral  evolution.  (2)  A  coireaponding  distinct  nega- 
tion of  the  need  of  restorative  and  invigorating  "  grace  " — that  is,  of 
a  jiresent  holy  Will,  not  only  pleading  with  our  wills  from  without, 
bnt  enclosing  and  stirring  them  up  fromwitliin.  (3)  An  inadequate 
estimate  of  tlie  divine  Sanctity  and  of  its  claim  on  human  con- 
sciences, 80  that  the  idea  of  holiness  is  blurred  and  contracted,  and 
the  Cliristian  conception  of  virtue  is  impoverished,  or  even  put  on 
the  shelf  as  ropi^esentiug  a  one-sided  and  impmcticable  standard. 
(4)  While  Christianity  is  regarded  chiefly  as  educational,  rather 
than  re-creative,  so  Christ's  Person  is  viewed  as  simply  beneficial  to 
us  by  way  of  example :  His  office  as  a  new  Head  of  humanity,  as 
a  Fountain  of  spiritual  life,  is  thrown  into  the  background ;  and 
thus  the  disi>osition  to  lay  the  whole  stress  on  a  "  Christian  tone 
or  temper,'*  to  be  formed  by  worthy  ideas  of  God,  is  found,  in  effect, 
to  make  for  (so-called)  Unitarianism.  (5)  A  tendency  to  diminish 
as  far  as  possible  the  scope  of  mystery  in  religion,  and  in  particidar 
to  regard  the  Atonement  simply  as  an  appeal  of  divine  love  to 
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huaaa  gratitude,  and  as  thus  possessing  a  merely  "subjective" 
efficacy ;  and  consistently,  (6)  as  Christ  loses  the  glory  of  a 
liestorer  and  Life-giver,  and  His  religion  is  denuded  of  its  super- 
natural fulness,  so  the  ortlinances  which,  in  the  Catholic  conception, 
are  organs  of  His  grace  and  "points  of  contact"  with  Himself, 
slirink  into  edifying  badges  of  fellowslup  or  occasions  of  devotion 
and  resolution ;  and  the  Gospel  of  the  Incarnation  as  a  whole  ia 
submitted  to  a  process  wliich  gradually  takes  the  vital  heat  out  of 
it,  and  reduces  it  to  a  "  diiferent  Gospel,"  which  in  truth  is  no 
Gospel  at  all. 

And  yet  the  effects  of  over-statement,  such  as  we  have  seen 
on  Augustine's  part,  were  presently  only  too  manifest.  Men  who 
were  not  Pelagians  began  to  ask  whether  the  doctrine  of  inherited 
corruption  and  of  inwar^i  restorative  grace  did  in  truth  involve  a 
rigid  ]iredestinariani3m  and  a  virtual  suppression  of  freewill  in  those 
on  whom  grace  was  supposed  to  work :  whether,  in  short,  Augus- 
tine's controversial  zeal  was  not  carrying  him  considerably  to<:»  far, 
and  compromising  some  very  important  moral  interests.  We  must 
place  ourselves  in  thought  at  the  imjiortant  town  of  Hadrumetum, 
on  the  south-east  coast  of  Proconsidar  Africa,  some  eighty  miles 
from  Carthage.  lu  Archbisho]^  Benson  s  words,  *'  it  came  direct 
from  Tyre — an  older  settlement  tlian  Carthage— and  now*' (it;, 
when  St.  Cyprian  visited  it  in  251)  *'  was  second  city  of  the 
Proviuce."  In  Augustine's  time  it  had  an  important  monastery 
under  the  rule  of  an  abbot  named  Valentinus.  In  426  or  427 
one  of  the  monks,  named  Florus,  visiting  his  native  town  Uzala 
with  a  brother  monk  named  Felix,  found  and  copied  Augustine*8 
letter  to  Sixtus.  He  then  went  on  to  Carthage ;  and  Felix,  with 
whom  he  left  the  copy,  returned  to  Hadrumetum,  and  began  to 
read  the  letter  to  some  of  his  bretiu-en  witliout  the  knowledge  of 
Valentinus.  Five  of  the  members  were  scandalized.  "  It  denies 
freewill  and  thereby  annihilates  re8i>onsibility  1"  ^^^len  Florus 
came  back,  he  was  attacked  as  the  cause  of  this  trouble :  he  then 
told  the  case  to  Valentinus,  who  himself  thoroughly  agreed  witli 
the  letter,  and  endeavoured  to  remove  objections  by  the  authority 
of  bishop  Evodius  of  Uzala,  and  also  of  a  priest  named  Sabinus; 
but  in  vain.  Thereupon,  two  of  the  perplexed  monks,  a  second 
Felix  and  Cresconius,  visited  Augustine  in  the  early  jtai-t  of 
427,  and  heard  from  him  much  that  might  tend  to  elucidate  the 
question  of  grace,  together  with  sometlung,  no  doubt,  which  ex- 
hibited grace  in  the  light  of  an  all-controlling  energy.     He  alio 
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wrote  a  letter  for  Valentinus  and  his  monks  ;  and  having  induced 
his  visitors  to  stay  with  him  over  Eaater,  he  composed^  for  the 
further  solution  of  the  c[uestion,  a  new  treatise  "  On  Grace  and 
Freewill,"  in  which  he  verbally  admitted  a  freedom  of  will,  but 
also  distinctly  treated  grace  as  making  men  will  what  was  good,  in 
such  a  way  that  "  freedom "  of  will  was  used  not  in  its  natural 
sense,  but  in  a  sense  esoteric  and,  in  effect,  imreal.  For  instance : 
**  It  is  certain,"  says  Augustine.  "  that  we  will  when  we  do  will," 
i.e.  it  is  a  real  exercise  of  will  on  our  part :  "  but,"  he  adds,  "  God 
makes  us  to  will ; "  and  so  further  on,  "  He  makes  us  to  do."  Of 
course,  he  was  here  employing  St.  Paul's  language  to  the  effect  that 
"  it  is  God  that  works  "  (or  "  operates  ")  '*  in  us,  both  the  willing  and 
the  doing  "  (Phil.  ii.  13).  But  the  verb  "  make  "  admits  of  several 
senses:  and  it  was  quite  arbitrary  to  force  upon  it  the  most 
stringent  sense  possible,  so  as  to  suppose  that  it  left  the  will 
no  option,  while  at  the  seune  time  the  phrase  "  freewill "  was 
practically  explained  away,  and  responsibility  thereby  nullified 
It  is  a  signal  instance  of  Augustine's  supremacy  in  the  later 
theological  schools  that  "  efficax  "  was  accepted  as  meaning  irre- 
sistible; 80  that  the  Jesuits,  who  held  that  "sufficient "  grace  was 
offered  to  all  men,  deemed  it  politic,  in  the  Janseuist  controversy, 
to  allow  the  Dominicans  to  go  on  repeating  their  **  Thomist " 
formula  about  the  need  of  a  farther  grace  which  "  determined  the 
will ;  "  and  the  Janaenista,  even  while  admitting  that  grace  was  in 
the  abstract  resistible,  contended  that  in  fact  it  made  the  soul, 
being  elect,  willing  to  accept  it,  so  that  the  irresistibility  which 
had  been  disclaimed  was  brought  back  under  a  different  wording. 
The  treatise  before  us,  when  read  at  Hadxumetum,  called  forth,  as 
well  it  might,  from  some  of  the  monks,  the  objection,  "  This  too 
leaves  no  room  for  true  freedom  and  responsibilitj'.  On  this  show- 
ing, it  may  be  very  well  t-o  warn  us  about  our  duty,  but  it  is  quite 
unfair  to  censure  us  if  we  fail  to  fulfil  it.  For  by  the  hypothesis, 
if  we  do  thus  fail,  it  is  because  God  has  withheld  from  us  the 
power  of  fulfilling/'  Augustine,  hearing  of  this  criticism  from 
Florus  and  some  other  monks,  who  at  his  request  had  come  to 
Hippo,  composed  a  supplementary  tract  "  On  ('ensure  and  Grace," 
which  professed  to  answer  the  question, "  AMiy  am  I  to  be  censured 
if  I  do  wrong,  seeing  I  have  not,  on  your  showing,  had  grace 
given  me  to  do  right  ?  "  The  answer  given  could  hardly  be  satis- 
factory to  minds  which  really  felt  the  difficulty ;  for  it  insisted 
with  extreme  emphasis  on   the  absoluteness  and    fixedness    of 
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predestination,  the  purely  irresistible  power  of  grace,  the  distinc- 
tion between  Buch  free\^Tll  as  Adam  had  before  his  fall — that  is,  a 
freewill  which  needed  only  a  certain  degree  of  divine  help — and  a 
will  "set  free"  by  grace,  that  is,  effectively  detennined  towards  good- 
ness and  endowed  with  the  gift  of  perseverance.  Such  a  freedom 
was  described  as  "  necessary "  for  human  nature  under  existing 
temptations  ;  and  Augustine  does  not  hesitate  to  call  it  a  "  greater 
freedom  "  than  the  former.  He  relied,  we  see,  on  the  case  of  the 
angels  as  immutably  fixed  in  goodness ;  but  he  forgot  that  there 
could  be  no  parallel  between  their  condition  and  that  of  souls  still 
under  probation.  With  an  astonishing  frankness  in  defying  objec- 
tions, he  acknowledged  that  censure,  pronounced  on  those  who 
were  not  predestinate,  was  purely  inflictive :  it  could  not  mean 
that  such  persons  might  have  done  better,  because  in  fact  Grod 
had  not  been  pleased  to  cure  their  depravity  of  will.  He  asserts, 
indeed,  that  a  man's  badness  comes  of  his  own  fault ;  he  says 
that  such  a  man  ought  to  pray  for  himself :  but,  on  his  hypothesis, 
prayer  on  the  part  of  a  non-elect  person  is  of  no  avaiL  He  does 
not  shrink  from  glossing  the  text,  *'  God  wiUeth  all  men  to  be 
saved,*'  as  referring  solely  to  the  predestinate,  because  every  class 
of  men  was  represented  in  their  number !  In  tliis  treatise  is  con- 
tained a  distinction  between  such  grace  or  help  as  did  not  deter- 
mine the  will  towEirds  good,  and  such  as  did  so  determine  it :  the 
former  did  not,  the  latter  did.  carry  with  it  the  grant  of  perse- 
verance, as  to  which  we  shall  find  him  somewhat  later  expressing 
his  mind  at  greater  length.  The  attempt  thus  made  to  crush  a  moral 
difficulty  by  mere  appeal  to  mystery  was  bound  to  fail ;  for  we 
cannot  believe  in  a  justice  which  punishes  those  to  whom  it  has 
given  no  opportunity.  Nor  is  this  a  case  which  can  be  disposed  of 
by  reference  to  the  imperfection  of  our  knowledge  :  for  if  God  con- 
demns those  to  whom  He  has  denied  the  means  of  obeying  Him, 
this  is  a  procedure  which,  by  the  hypothesis,  is  laid  open  to  us  in 
its  entirety ;  and,  as  such,  we  cannot  believe  it  to  be  divine. 

Another  occupation  of  Augustine's  mind  during  this  year  427 
seems  to  foreshadow  the  great  controversy  on  the  Incarnation 
which  is  connected  with  the  episcopate  of  Nestorius.  This  was 
the  conversion  of  the  Gallic  monk,  Leporius,  from  a  theory  which 
remarkably  illustrates  the  connexion  between  the  heresy  which 
in  effect  annihilated  grace,  and  the  heresy  which  divided  the  unity 
of  OUT  Lord  s  Person.  Leporiiis,  a  man  of  strictly  religious  lifei 
ascribed  his  virtue  to  his  unassisted  free^vill,  his  inherent  moral 


230 


The  Age  of  the  Fathers. 


force ;  and  pnjceeded  bo  desciibe  the  Saviour  Himself  as  a  man 
who,  by  a  perfect  use  of  His  freewill  in  accordance  with  the  will 
of  God,  had  merited  the  dignity  of  God's  Son.  This  was,  in  fact» 
the  doctriiie  taught  of  old  by  that  heretical  patriarch  of  Antioch, 
Paul  of  Samosata,  wlio  held  that  Jesua  had  hceoine  "  Son  of  God  " 
thrr>ugh  His  eminent  "  advance  "  in  virtue.  Leporiiia  consistently 
excluded  from  his  theory  all  icleas  of  redemption  or  atonement : 
Christ,  according  to  him,  had  come  upon  earth  for  no  other  purpose 
than  to  set  a  perfect  example.  Au^istiiie  received  Leporiua  at  Hippo 
after  he  had  been  condemued  as  heterodox  in  Gaul,  and  succeeded  in 
bringing  him  t(>  a  worthier  conception,  alike  4)f  uur  Lord's  I'ersou 
and  of  the  nature  of  Christian  grace.  Acconlingly  Leporius  signed 
a  recantation,  which  was  read  publicly  in  the  church  of  Carthage, 
and  which  acknowledged  the  personal  union,  without  confusion  of 
natures,  between  God  and  Man  in  the  One  Christ,  who  was  not 
the  adbpted  or  titular,  but  the  veritable  and  eternal  Son,  God  over 
all.  essentially  distinguished  from  the  Saints  ;  and  Leporiua  added 
an  assertion  which  St.  Athanasius,  apparently,  would  not  have 
either  exacted  or  approved,  and  which  does  violence  to  some  well- 
known  texts — that  Christ  was  not,  even  as  man,  ignorant  of  any- 
thing. After  this  explicit  profession  of  faith,  Leporius  was  received 
back  again  into  Gallican  Church  communion. 

But  now  we  must  turn  to  a  more  momentous  reaction  against 
Augustinian  rigorism,  which  prolonged  for  many  years  a  moditica- 
tion  of  the  Pelagian  debate.  A  Carthaginian  Christian  named 
Vitalis  maintained  that  the  first  step  in  good  action,  the  tirst 
movement  of  the  will  towards  good,  was  the  efiect  of  unassisted 
freewill ;  and  that  the  "  operations  "  of  divine  grace  were  subse- 
q^uent  to  this  beginning.  Augustine,  in  a  letter  to  him,  aligned 
from  the  Church  prayers  offered  up,  at  the  summons  of  "  the 
priest  at  the  altar,'*  for  the  conversion  of  infidels  and  for  the 
infusion  of  a  desire  for  baptism  into  the  hearts  of  catechumens. 
It  is,  he  argues,  a  part  of  true  faith  to  pray  for  those  who  do  not 
as  yet  desire  to  believe,  that  through  God's  grace  that  desire  may 
be  stirred  up  in  them.  In  Southern  Gaul  the  same  disposition 
to  deny  what  is  technically  called  "  prevenient "  or  originative 
grace  was  greatly  encouraged  by  the  authority  of  such  a  writer 
as  John  Cassian,  who  had  been,  as  we  have  seen,  a  deacon  under 
St.  Chrysostom  and  was  now  settled  at  Marseilles.  Cassian's 
early  training  in  a  monastery  at  Bethlehem  had  borne  fruit,  first 
in  a  journey  to  Egypt,  undertaken  in  order  to  study  its  monastic 
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system  and  to  become  acquainted  with  its  most  eminent  "alihots," 
and  then  in  the  foundation  of  two  religions  honsea  for  men  and 
women  in  the  old  Phoceean  colony  where  he  finally  fixed  his  abode. 
He  had  also  busied  himself  in  the  eompoaltian  of  twelve  books 
of  '*  Monastic  Institutes  "  for  the  brotherhood  formed  by  a  Gallic 
bishop  named  Castor,  and  was  now  engaged  on  a  later  work,  em- 
bodyin^r  the  "  Spiritual  Conferences "  wliicli  he  had  held  vni\\ 
Egyptian  monks  at  Scetis  and  elsewhere :  this  work  was  also 
undertaken  at  the  request  of  Castor,  and  completed  at  that  of 
Honoratus.  the  bishop  of  Aries.  The  Conferences  were  welcomed 
by  Western  readers  as  describing  the  ordinary  internal  life  of 
the  famous  "  fathers  of  Egypt,"  as  the  Institxites  had  de3cril>ed 
their  external  usages  and  modes  of  worship.  But  Cassian's  work, 
although  it  illustrated  the  stress  laid  on  humility,  sympathy,  and 
spiritual  prudence,  was  thought  to  show  a  decided  tendency  to 
an  exaggeration  of  human  freewill  and  a  defective  estimate  of 
grace.  In  fact,  Cassian  and  his  friends,  while  disclaiming  any 
agreement  with  Pelagius,  were  of  opinion  that  Augustine  went 
too  far,  not  only  in  those  points  in  which  we  oureelves  should  call 
hia  teaching  one-sided,  but  on  the  very  important  point  whether 
grace  was,  or  was  not,  to  bo  regarded  as  active  in  the  very  first 
operation  of  the  human  will  as  responding  to  the  call  of  God. 

A  layman  named  Hilary,  who  in  former  days  bad  listened 
with  delight  to  St.  Augustine,  and  another  la3Tnan  named  Prosper, 
of  Itiez  in  Provence,  afterwards  well  known  as  the  author  of  a 
Clironicle  (which  extends  to  the  capture  of  Rome  by  Gaiseric  in 
455)  and  already  "  very  zealous  for  the  doctrine  of  grace,"  MTote  to 
Augustine  to  tell  him  what  was  being  thought  and  said  liy  the 
monks  M*ho  agreed  with  Cassian,  "the  servants  of  God  linng  at 
Marseilles."  Their  account  comes  to  this : — These  persons  hold  you 
in  very  high  admiration,  but  criticize  some  parts  of  your  teaching. 
What  you  teach,  for  instance,  as  to  the  necessity  of  an  act  of 
grace  for  the  stirring  up  of  a  good  will  in  man,  seems  to  them  to 
favour  laxity.  They  believe  that  man  can,  of  himself,  by  force 
of  his  own  nature,  will  to  accept  God ;  that  <^ce  follows  upon, 
and  does  not  precede,  a  good  will ;  and  that  this  native  capacity 
is  impUeil  in  all  practical  exhortations,  which  have  no  point  if 
nothing  exists  in  man  which  they  can  arouse  into  activity:  and 
they  finthermore  deny  the  doctrine  of  a  fixed  number  of  the  pre- 
destinate and  of  the  reprobate — assert  that  it  tends  to  fatalism, 
and  thus  to  despair,  and  cuts  at  the  root  of  effort — and  especially 
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reject  youi*  explanation  of  the  text,  "  God  willeth  all  men  to  be 
saved,"  insisting  that  it  be  taken  literally  and  in  its  fulness  ; 
that  in  purpose  Christ  died  for  all»  and  that  salvation  is  on  God's 
part  open  to  all;  and  while  they  admit  predestination,  they 
ground  it  on  the  divine  prevision  of  good  conduct.  Thuy  profess 
to  oppose  what  you  teach  and  we  hold  on  these  matters,  in  the 
interest  of  Christian  morality.  They  believe  in  original  sin ;  and 
grace  they  admit,  in  its  real  sense,  to  be  necessary,  after  the  choice 
of  good  is  made — necessary,  that  is,  for  really  good  work  :  but  the 
choice  of  good,  "  the  wish  to  be  healed,"  they  do  not  reckon  as  a 
'  work,"  Sometimes  they  are  content  to  deprecate  the  intro- 
duction of  such  views  as  yours  on  the  ground  that,  at  least,  they 
are  uncertain,  and  not  necessary  for  Catholic  belief.  They  are 
persons  of  very  high  character :  among  them  is  Hilary,  the  new 
bishop  of  Aries  (he  had  succeeded  Ilonoratus  early  in  429) ;  others 
of  them  have  also  been  recently  made  bishops ;  and  it  is  "  only  a 
few  intrepid  lovers  of  perfect  grace  "  who  venture  to  oppose  the 
arguments  of  men  so  far  their  superiors. 

This  negation  of  what  is  technically  called  "  prevenient/' 
combined  with  an  insistence  on  "co-operative,"  grace,  could  not 
be  deemed  tenable,  either  in  regard  to  logical  consistency  or  to 
Christian  ideas.  It  implied  that  man's  will,  unassisted,  could  do 
what,  in  many  cases,  was  harder,  yet  ctmld  not  do  what  was  easier. 
For  the  great  effort  of  "  turning  to  the  right,"  after  a  long  course 
of  wrong-doing,  it  was  sufficiently  well  qualified :  the  need  of 
special  di^-ine  help  began  with  the  lighter  task  of  *' keeping 
straight  on."  And  the  Pauline  doctrine  recognised  the  action 
of  God's  "  energy  "  in  regard  to  man's  "  willing "  as  well  as  in 
regard  to  his  "  working."  It  did  not,  indeed,  suppose  that  in 
either  case  that  "energy"  was  irresistible:  the  soul,  aroused, 
appealed  to,  and  supplied  with  new  strength,  might  still  refuse  to 
respond,  might  fail  to  use  the  power  thus  offered,  just  as  it  might 
cease  to  co-operate  with  grace  at  any  time  after  its  upward  move- 
ment had  begun.  But  that  doctrine  did  assign  the  initiative  to 
grace ;  and  therein  it  bore  witness  to  a  far-reaching  principle — 
illustrated  in  the  Catholic  theory  of  the  Church  and  its  ordinances, 
and  often  ignored  by  the  modem  habit  of  dwelling  on  religion 
rather  as  man's  seeking  after  God  than  as  a  gift  from  the  Self- 
revcaler — the  principle  of  the  divine  originative  action  in  man*8 
religious  life.  Here,  then,  was  the  blot  in  what  is  called  Semi- 
Pelagianism ;  here  was  what  could  not  fail  to  make  it  untenable. 
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And  yet  it  is  evident  that  Augustine's  very  strong  statements  on 
predestination  and  on  the  irresistibleneas  of  effectual  grace  had 
impelled  these  earnest  thiDkei*s  in  South  Gaul  to  greater  lengths 
than  they  would  otherwise  have  gone — that  is,  to  the  denial  of 
the  necessity  of  grace,  as  a  divine  influence  or  power,  for  the  first 
movements  towards  good  action.  Had  Augustine  been  loss 
dogmatic  on  the  controlling,  overmastering  efiScacy  of  grace;  had 
he  been  content  to  say,  "  You  need  gi*ace  to  stir  you  up  towards 
holiness,  but  your  free  will  is  truly  and  really  free  in  accepting 
or  in  refusing  that  appeal,  in  yielding  to  or  recoiling  from  that 
awakening  and  invigorating  touch  \ "  in  other  worda,  had  he  antici- 
pated the  invaluable  pronouncements  of  the  CoudcH  of  Orange  a 
century  after  his  own  death,  to  the  effect  that  Semi-Pelagianisni 
must  indeed  be  condemned,  but  that  "  all  the  baptized,  having 
received  grace  through  baptism,  were  able  and  were  bound,  by 
Christ's  aid  and  co-operation^  to  fultil  what  was  needful  for  the 
salvation  of  the  soul," — the  divines  of  Marseilles  would  surely  not 
have  assumed  that  in  order  to  provide  due  scope  for  freedom  and 
responsibility  there  must  be  secured,  so  to  speak,  one  apot  in  the 
ai'ea  of  man's  internal  action  in  which  he  was  left  to  himself,  into 
which  the  divine  energy  forbore  to  enter.  Thus  they  objected, 
we  are  told,  to  the  proposition  that  the  gift  of  persistence  in 
right  willing  made  wrong  willing  impossible  and  that  holy  persons 
were  "  helped  "  in  such  a  sense  as  that  they  could  not  turn  aside 
to  evil  Again,  if  he  had  not  preached  his  predestinarian  theoiy 
with  such  rigorous  and  unqualified  emphasis,  he  would  not  have 
provoked  from  them  some  criticisms  which  all  save  strict  pre- 
destinarians  will  consider  to  be  but  just,  which  can  by  no  means 
be  treated  as  "  Semi-Pelagian,"  uud  which  in  effect  were  conilrmed 
by  that  same  Council's  anathema  against  any — "  if  any  there  were  " 
— who  should  hold  a  "  predestination  to  evil."  And  it  is  unfortu- 
nate that  his  reply  to  the  two  laymen  (in  other  words,  his  counter- 
criticism  on  the  Mai-seilles  critics)  in  the  books  "On  the  Pre- 
destination of  the  Saints  "  and  "  On  the  Gift  of  Perseverance,"  ia 
essentially  a  restatement  of  his  predestinarian  theory  in  all  its 
intensity  and  sternness.  Although  he  refers  to  the  objections  in 
a  tone  of  respect  and  kindness,  and  concludes  in  a  strain  of  touch- 
ing modesty,  he  does  not  abate  one  jot  of  his  stem  dogma  as  to 
predestination:  it  is  wholly  irrespective  of  foreseen  piety,  it  is 
simply  and  literally  absolute,  and  therefore  not  to  be  accounted 
for  save  by  reference  to  an  inscrutable  "  decree/'    The  doctrine,  he 
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admits,  can  bo  perverted,  and  care  must  be  taken  in  the  mode  of 
expressing  it ;  but  there  it  is,  and  must  be  accepted.  Grace  Is 
a  mastering;,  necesaitatiop;^  force,  which  leaves  the  \nll  uo  alteraa- 
tive  but  to  obey  it;  and  salvation  is  not  really  oflered  by  God  to 
all  the  baptized.  Thus  it  has  been  truly  said  that  as  he  "still 
taught  an  *  arbitrary  '  election,  a  grace  which  is  strictly  controlling, 
and  a  will  which  is  only  a  will,  and  not  a  free  wnll,  he  did  not 
satisfy  the  natural  doubts,  or  meet  the  real  objections,  of  the 
Church  of  MaraeQles;"  and  that  "the  retd  objections  raised  by 
them  to  liis  teacliin;;,  based  as  they  were  on  truth  and  reason, 
still  remain." 

In  Britain,  the  native  island  of  its  first  teacher,  Pelaf^ianism 
bad  shown  itself — through  the  activity  of  Anjicola,  who  is 
described  as  the  son  of  a  Pelagian  bishop  named  Se\erian,  and  to 
whom  have  been  ascribed  some  Pelaizian  letters  on  mutters  of 
conduct — still  more  successful  than  in  Gaul.  It  would  prubably 
have  been  soon  after  tlui  letter  received  from  Prosifer  and  Hilary 
that  Augustine  would  have  heard  how  it  had  just  been  happily 
vanquished  there  by  the  preachings  and  ai'gumenta  of  German  of 
Auxerre,  and  of  his  brother  prelate  Lupus  of  Troyos  who  long  after- 
wards made  an  impression  on  the  savage  spirit  of  Attila.  The 
two  bishops  had  been  sent  over  to  Britain,  most  likely  by  the 
joint  action  of  Pope  Celestiue  and  of  a  Gjdlican  synod,  had  pre- 
vailed over  a  uumbcr  of  Pelagians  of  high  position  and  social 
influence,  and  had  carried  the  popular  mind  with  them.  This  was 
in  the  Lent  of  429,  and  was  followed  up,  according  t<j  the  famous 
and  beautiful  story,  by  the  victory  of  the  British  army,  when 
fresh  from  the  Easter  baptisms,  over  the  heathen  Saxons  and 
l*icts,  who  fled  in  terror  when  at  German's  bidding  the  Britons 
raised  the  shout  of  '*  Alleluia!  " 

Bat  Celestine  was  not  only,  in  Prosper's  language,  "  labouring 
to  keep  the  Roman  island  Catholic ; "  the  same  writer  describe* 
him  as  "  making  the  barbarous  island  Chrisliuu  by  ordaining  a 
bishop  for  the  Scots,"  as  the  Irish  were  called  until  the  eleventh 
centiuy.  This  is  explained  in  another  work  of  Prospers,  liis 
Chronicle,  wherein,  imder  the  year  431,  he  tells  us  that  "  Palla- 
dius  was  ordained  by  Pope  Celestine,  and  sent  as  first  bishop  to 
the  Scots  who  believed  in  Christ."  The  Palladins  in  question 
Mas  the  deacon  at  whose  request  Celestine  had  sent  German  of 
Aoxen^  on  his  anti-Pelagian  mission  to  Britain:  the  notice  in 
Prosper  con  only  mean   that  he  was  sent  co  preside  over  the 
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scattered  Chiistian  congregations  then  to  be  found  here  and 
there  in  Ireland.  The  tule  of  four  Irish  bishops  anterior  to  his 
miasion  may  be  dismissed  as  legendary.  But  there  is  still  great 
uncertainty  as  to  the  proceedings  of  Palladius  after  his  lanrl- 
iug  in  Ireland,  probably  in  Wicklow.  On  the  whole,  it  seems 
that  Prosper*s  estimate  of  liis  work  is  inonliaate;  Ihut  he  did  nut 
succeed  in  converting  many  of  the  heathen  Iiiah,  although  he  built 
ji  lew  churches,  one  being  knoMTi  afterwards  as  "  the  Raman's 
House ;  "  that  he  ataye*!  but  a  short  time  in  the  island,  and  then 
transferred  his  labours  to  North  Eritainj  the  present  Scotland,  and 
died  there  after  a  missionary  episcopate  of  which  it  is  impossible 
to  fix  the  duration  :  the  Scotti«^h  traditions  represent  it  as  lasting 
for  some  time,  call  hira  "  apostle  of  the  Picts,'*  and  speak  of  Servan 
and  Teman  as  his  disciples  and  as  his  successors  in  the  missionary 
work.  But  all  this  is  shado^vy,  and  prohably  mythical :  we  must 
l:>e  content  with  ignorance  on  the  subject  of  Palladius's  history 
after  his  brief  sojoum  in  Ireland ;  enough  that  he  did  for  a  while 
work  there  as  a  bishop,  and  that  he  preceded,  probably  by  several 
years,  the  greater  misaioiiary  whom  Ii-eland  venenites  as  her 
apostle,  and  who  has  been  mistakenly  represented  as  sent  forth, 
like  him,  by  Celestine. 


CHAPTER  XXXV. 

BBTWEEN  TWO  CONTEOVEBSIES. 

We  may  now  pause  to  take  a  brief  survey  of  the  general  condition 
of  the  Church  between  the  decadence  of  Pelagianiam  and  the  rise 
of  Nestorianism.    Let  us  first  look  at  the  East  and  its  a£fairs. 

Theodosius  IL  had  enjoyed  for  the  first  six  years  of  his  reign 
the  signal  advantage  of  the  guardianship  of  Anthemius.  The 
great  prefect's  last  service  to  his  young  master's  throne  and  to 
the  capital  of  ids  empire  was  the  construction  in  413  of  the  first 
line  of  "  Theodosian  walls/'  enclosing  a  large  space,  from  a  mile 
to  a  mile  and  a  half,  to  the  west  of  the  walls  of  Conatantine.  After 
his  death  in  414,  the  practical  regency  devolved  on  the  Emperor's 
sister  Pulcheria,  although  his  senior  by  only  two  years,  whose 
abilities  Gibbon  has  estimated  in  terms  which  almost  anticipate 
the  remark  of  Napoleon  I.  as  to  the  Duchesse  d'Angoul^me,  that 
she  was  "the  man  of  her  family."  As  a  girl  of  sixteen,  she 
received  the  title  of  Augusta,  and  entered  on  a  long  course  of 
practical  sovereignty,  of  which  Mr.  Oman  says,  in  his  "  Byzantine 
Empire,"  that  being  "  an  extraordinary  woman,  austere,  indefati- 
gable, and  imselfish,  she  proved  equal  to  ruling  the  realm  of  the 
East  with  success."  With  a  wise  "  suppression  of  herself,"  she 
put  her  brother's  name  forward  in  everytliing,  stood  between  him 
and  corrupt  intrigues,  and  spent  great  pains  on  instructing  him 
in  such  knowledge  (so  Sozomen  expresses  it)  as  might  befit  a 
monarch — horsemanship,  the  use  of  arms,  and  some  extent  of 
literature,  together  with  the  minor  arts  of  princely  bearing,  in- 
cluding the  control  of  laughter,  and  the  assumption  of  a  dignified, 
an  austere,  or  a  gracious  demeanour  as  the  occasion  of  the  hour 
might  require  it.  Gibbon  hints  that  she  may  have  wished  to 
keep  him  in  dependence,  and  a  later  writer  bluntly  charges  her 
with  having  been  content  to  "  make  him  into  a  creditable  lay-figure 
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for  the  purposes  of  imperial  representation ; "  but  if  he  did  not 
learn  the  all-important  lesson  of  how  to  govern  as  became  the 
heir  and  namesake  of  the  great  Theodosius,  it  may  be  fairly 
supposed,  as  Finlay  has  hinted,  that  his  sister  had  taken  a  due 
measure  of  his  capacity,  and  understood  both  what  he  could  do 
and  wliat  he  could  not.  It  is  curious  that  Sozomen  dwells  on  the 
virtues  of  Pulcheria,  while  Socrates  bestows  his  eulogies  on 
Theodosius.  But  Sozomen  has  the  better  case  of  the  two,  and 
has  reason  to  say  that  Pulcheria  "  ruled  the  Eoman  world  admir- 
ably, taking  good  counsel,  and  promptly  carrying  out  resolutions." 
Commendations  of  Theodosius  must  take  lower  ground.  There 
was  more  in  him  tlian  in  his  father:  he  was  amiable,  pure  in 
conduct,  cold  in  temperament,  patient  under  trials  of  temper  and 
of  enduiunce,  extremely  averse  to  all  severity  and  cruelty,  even 
to  the  carrying  out  of  capital  sentencas,  anxious  to  mitigate  the 
ferocity  of  "the  games,"  devout  and  reverential  beyond  all 
imperial  precedent,  interested  in  the  collection  of  manuscripts  of 
Scripture  or  of  commentaries  upon  it,  and  by  no  means  without 
taste  and  skill  in  some  pursuits  which  might  be  called  literary, 
and  which  procured  him  the  title  of  "  Calligrapher ; "  and  the 
foundation  of  a  body  of  public  professors  at  Constantinople  in 
425,  and  the  compilation  of  the  "  Theodosian  Code "  in  438,  are 
acts  to  be  remembered  to  his  credit.  But  he  Iiad  no  real  capacity 
for  the  great  office  which  ho  nominally  filled.  It  was  something, 
it  was  much,  that,  being  incompetent  for  its  discharge,  he  was 
personally  so  innocent  and  religious,  and  content  for  some  ten 
years  at  least  to  let  his  sister  assume  the  practical  administration 
of  his  empire.  But  it  is  hardly  a  matter  of  surprise  that  his 
character  afterwards  deteriorated  under  the  influence  of  jealousy 
and  alarm :  he  ultimately  fell  under  the  sway  of  an  unprincipled 
adviser,  whose  ascendancy  so  disgusted  Pulcheria  tliat  she  retired 
for  a  time  to  the  palace  at  the  Hebdoraon ;  and  before  that  her 
brother  had  begun  to  be  touchy  as  to  any  special  observance 
rendered  to  her  individually.  At  her  suggestion,  in  421,  ho  had 
married  Athenais,  the  clever  and  beautiful  daughter  of  Leontius, 
an  Athenian  i>agan  "sophist,"  who,  on  embracing,  or  conforming 
to,  the  Christian  faith  during  a  visit  to  Constantinople,  had  received 
the  Christian  name  of  Eudocia,  and  who — as  yet  untroubled  by 
palace  intrigues  or  changes  of  fortune — was  dedicating  the  literary 
talents  which  her  father  had  fostered  to  the  service  of  religion, 
and  composing  metrical  paraphrases  of  Old  Testament  books,  or 
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adapting  Homeric  verses  to  the  history  of  the  Gospel — a  singular 
repetition  of  the  work  of  tlie  two  Apollinnres  in  Julian's  reign. 

Tlie  see  of  Constantinople  La<l  been  associated  for  many 
years  with  ii  moderate  policy  in  internal  Church  administration, 
except,  indeed,  in  regai-d  to  "  Joannites."  Atticus,  who  died  in  the 
autumn  of  425,  hud  won  the  reputation  of  a  acliolar,  and  of 
a  fair  though  not  a  fiist-rate  preacher ;  he  had  never  adopted  a 
rigorous  policy  towards  "heretics;"  even  "if  at  times  he  made 
them  fear  him,  yet,"  says  Socrates.  "  he  speedily  resumed  his 
usual  mildness.'*  He  had  set  an  example  of  tender  sympathy  for 
the  afflicted,  and  sent  a  large  sum  of  money  to  a  jmest  at  Nicasa 
for  the  desernng  ])Oor— to  the  exclusion  of  professional  beggars — 
in  that  city,  expressly  desiring  also  that  in  the  distribution  no 
regard  should  be  paiil  to  religious  oj>inion  :  "  Don't  infjuire  whether 
one  who  is  hungiy  is  of  our  way  of  thinking  or  not."  Socrates 
believed  that  be  had  not  only  borne  witness  to  the  orthodoxy 
of  the  Novatiaus  on  points  of  faith,  but  had  even  approved  of 
Novatian's  own  line  as  far  as  related  to  the  separation  from  actual 
apostates,  remarking  that  Novafcian's  followers  had  carried  Ins 
principle  to  an  excess  "  by  excommunicating  laymen  for  trivial 
offences."  Atticus  had  a  successor  like-minded  with  himself  in 
respect  of  amiability  and  benevolence,  but  inferior  in  point  of 
practical  ability — Sisinniua,  who  had  been  priest  of  a  church  in 
the  suburb  called  Elrea,  where  all  the  Church-people  of  Constan- 
tinople used  to  celebrate  the  Ascension  festival.  He  had  been 
sujjportod  in  his  episcopate  by  Proclus,  afterwards  ao  emiiu'nt  as 
a  theologian  and  as  an  occupant  of  his  own  see,  whom  he  had 
consecrated,  without  any  due  election,  for  Cyzicus,  but  whom  the 
Cyziceues,  resenting  this  stretch  of  authority,  refused  to  receive ; 
and  Proclus  accordingly  lived  on  at  Constantinople,  gaining 
celebrity  by  his  excellence  aa  a  pi-eacher,  and  affection  by  bis 
goodness  of  heart.  On  the  other  hand,  Sisinnius  had  been  regarded 
with  jealous  dislike  by  one  who  had  himself  aspired  to  the  seat  of 
Atticus — the  learned  scholar-priest,  Philip  of  Side.  This  person, 
while  a  deacon,  had  been  intimate  with  St.  Chrysostom,  and 
therefore  was  by  this  time  a  man  of  years  and  experience,  as  well 
as  a  writer  of  various  treatises,  including  a  "Christian  History/' 
in  which,  Socrates  tells  us,  he  potired  out  a  miscellaneous  heap  of 
erudition  with  more  of  ostentation  than  of  good  sense,  confused 
the  order  of  events,  and  was  of  no  use  either  to  students  or  to 
the  uneducated :  and  the  few  extant  fragments  suggest  that  this 
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venlict  was  hardly  an  unjust  one.  Philip  had  now  a  Biifficient 
strength  of  iufluence  to  make  him  a  competitor  for  the  arch- 
bishopric after  the  death  of  Sisinnius  at  the  end  of  427 ;  but  he 
Beeras  to  have  been  opposed  by  an  equal  number  of  (-hurchmea 
iaterested  in  the  successiou  of  Proclus.  It  was  in  order  to  give 
a  victory  to  neither  party  that  Theodo^duB  resolved  to  promote 
Nestorius. 

A  famous  abbot  named  Alexander  from  Antiocb  established 
himself  about  this  time  at  Constantinople,  and  founded  a  com- 
munity of  monks  called  the  Sleepless  (Akoimttox) — from  their 
keeping  up,  in  relays,  a  periwtual  service — and  afterwarda  Kcalons 
for  Eoman  standards  of  orthodoxy.  But  of  all  monastic  chiefs 
the  most  eminent  was  the  chief  of  all  the  abbots  of  Constantinople, 
Dalmatius,  who  had  been  among  the  guards  of  Theodosius  the 
Great,  but  by  428  liad  spent  forty-five  years  within  his  cloister. 
We  find  the  names  of  Tigrius,  Samson,  and  Maximian  among  the 
chief  presbyters;  the  grand  church  of  the  Apcstles.  the  "St. 
Denis  *'  of  Constantinople,  waa  under  the  care  of  Alypius ;  we 
read  of  Basil,  a  deacon,  and  Thalassius,  a  reader,  both  monks, 
and  bulb  meu  of  ^seal  and  energy ;  and  among  the  advocates  or 
banisters  Eusebius  represented  the  class  of  laymen  interested  in 
theology,  and  was  ere  long  to  exhibit  in  controversy  a  temperament 
to  which  "  fire  wa.s  cold." 

Such  was  the  state  of  the  Church  in  Constantinople.  Among 
the  sects  outside  its  pale  must  be  mentioned  the  Arians,  who  had 
for  some  nine  years  been  again  united,  after  a  long  internal  division 
on  the  question  whether  God  could  be  said  to  have  been  the 
Father  before  the  Son  came  into  existence — this  question  being 
finally  resolved  in  the  negative,  in  consistency  with  the  main 
principle  of  Arianism.  The  Eunomians  of  the  capital  had  suffered 
for  some  time  the  common  fate  of  sects,  being  split  up  into  parties 
and  vexed  by  two  secessions  which  were  connected  with  the  names 
of  Theophronius  and  Eutychius.  Among  the  Macedonians  there 
were  also  separate  assemblies  for  a  time  beld  under  the  pi-esbyter 
Eutropius,  who  held  aloof  from  the  communion  of  Carterius, 

The  Novatians  had  been  long  treated  with  kindness  and  respect 
by  the  ]trelates  of  Constantinople.  Atticus  had  a  strong  regard  for 
the  Novatian  bishop  Sisinnius,  famous  for  his  learning  (although 
Socrates  considers  his  writings  to  have  been  marred  by  affectations), 
and  still  more  for  his  graceful  and  dignified  ]  "reaching,  for  his  con- 
troversial ability — which  was  exerted  in  the  cause  of  the  Catholic 
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faith  against  Eunomius— for  his  easy  and  kindly  bearing,  his 
habits  (unepiscopal,  it  was  thought)  of  wearing  white  and  going 
twice  a  day  to  the  public  baths,  and  for  his  happy  vein  of  repartee, 
which  was  once,  according  to  a  current  story,  exhibited  towards 
Chrysostom  himself,  who  said  to  him,  "  I  will  stop  your  preach- 
ing :  "  "  Then  I  will  pay  you  for  relieving  me  of  labour  !  "  The 
reply,  we  are  told,  turned  away  Chrysostom's  wrath.  Sisinnius 
had  been  succeeded  in  408,  or  the  end  of  407,  by  Chrysanthus, 
who  may  have  a  certain  claim  on  our  att^^ntion  from  having  once 
been  "  Vicarius "  of  the  British  provinces :  while  he  was  hiding 
himself  in  Bitbynia  in  order  to  avoid  the  episcopate,  the  Novatian 
community  was  disturbed  by  the  case,  already  described,  of 
Sabbatius,  on  whose  secession  from  the  main  Novatian  body 
Chrysanthus,  being  constrained  to  become  their  bishop,  did  much 
by  his  moderation,  unselfishness,  and  beneficence  to  improve  the 
fortunes  of  the  sect  until  his  death  in  419.  He  was  then  succeeded 
by  Paul,  once  a  teacher  of  Latin  literature,  and  afterwards  an 
ascetic,  who  apparently  inherited  his  reputation  and  his  moral 
influence ;  he  made  full  use  of  the  episcopal  privilege  of  interceding 
with  magistrates  on  behalf  of  criminals,  and  was  said  to  have 
wrought,  or  been  the  occasion  of,  a  miracle  in  the  detection  of  a 
pretended  convert,  a  Jew  who  had  "  deceived  many  Christian 
sects "  by  repeatedly  accepting  baptism  "  for  a  consideration." 
Paul  enjoyed  the  same  kindly  treatment  from  the  Church 
authorities  as  his  predecessors  had  received;  the  Novatians  met 
for  worship,  as  they  had  long  been  wont  to  do  undisturtal,  within 
the  city;  and  his  funeral  was  attended  by  all  "denominations" 
alike. 

It  would  appear  that  the  Church  of  Constantinople  found  it 
necessary  to  take  measures  against  the  growth,  in  parts  of  Asia 
Minor,  of  the  fanatical  sect  of  mystics  called  Messalians,  who  had 
arisen  in  the  fourth  century,  and  represented  a  false  spiritualism 
which  disparaged  the  Sacraments,  condemned  all  manual  work  as 
a  "  labouring  for  the  meat  that  perisheth,"  lived  on  alms,  pretended 
to  the  gift  of  prophecy,  and  "  got  the  name  of  Enthusiasts  from 
their  extravagant  transports  in  prayer."  In  the  neighboiiring 
Churches  of  Thrace  we  find  that,  by  old  custom,  more  than  one 
diocese  was  placed  under  the  rule  of  a  single  bishop.  The  piimatial 
see  of  Heraclea,  of  which  Constantinople  itself  was,  properly 
speaking,  sutfragan,  had  for  its  "  exarch "  a  prelate  of  Gothic 
birth  named  Fritila.     In  Asia  Minor,  Firmus  sat  on  the  throne  of 
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8L  Basil  in  Cappadocian  Csesarea ;  among  his  dependent  prelates 
in  the  "diocese  "  of  Pontus  were  Acacius  of  Melitene  and  Theo- 
dotus  of  Ancyra,  who  will  come  before  us  in  the  Nestorian  contro- 
versy :  at  the  head  of  the  *'  Proconsular  Asiatic  diocese,"  as  successor 
of  St.  Timothy  at  Ephesus,  in  the  Church  which  once  ranked  fifth 
among  Christian  sees,  was  Meiuaou,  also  eminent  in  the  same 
struggle  ;  at  Philadelphia,  where  Theophanius  or  Theophanes  was 
bishop,  Novatians  and  Quartodecimans  appear  to  have  been 
numerous. 

To  turn  to  the  "  Oriental "  or  Antiochene  patriarchate.   Theo- 
(lotns  hml  been  fur  some  yeai-s  bishop  of  its  chief  see  as  successor 
of  ^Vloxander,  the  ^nse  and  kindly  prelate  who  had  terminated  the 
long  Antiochene  schism.    At  Berosa,  now  Aleppo,  Acacius  was 
.still  presiding  in  advanced  old  age,  many  years  after  he  had  made 
some   tardy   atonement  for  his  share  in  the  persecution  of  St. 
Chrysostom.     We  shall  meet  with  Holladins,  bishop  of  Tarsus, 
Cyrus  of  Tyre,  Maximian  of  Anazarbus,  who  had  pronounced,  in 
a  synoil  of  his  diocese,  against  Julian  "  the  Pelagian  ; "  at  Mop- 
auestia,  a  suffragan  see  of  Anazarbns,  there  was  still  living  a 
prelate,  already  mentioned  in  connexion  with  Pelagianisin,  who 
was  destined  to  alfect,  in  a   manner  which  may  well  be  called 
disastrous,  the  theological  history  of  Eastern  Christendom.     This 
was  that  Tlieodore,  \vhoni  Chrysostom  had  in  early  days  recalled 
to  a  monastic  life  after  he  had  abandoned  it.  and  who  enjoyed  the 
friendslup  of  the  Saint  until  death  parted  them:  but  who  united 
with  wide  learning  and  conspicuous  ability  a  veiy  deliberate  hohl 
on  theories  which  explained  away  the  mystery  of  the  Incarnation, 
and  indeed  carried   the   anti-mystical   principles   of  the   Syrian 
school  of  interpretation  to  an  extreme  which  may  be  reganled  as 
rationalistic.     In  the  sphere  of  theology  he  virtually  substituted  a 
"  connexion,"  an  association  or  alliance,  for  tlie  union  of  God  and 
man  in  the  Redeemer,  and  taught,  in  effect,  that  the  Son  of  God 
waa  one  person,  and  the  Son  of  Mary  was  another:  in  that  of 
exegesis  he  gave  up  certain  books  of  the  Old  Testament  Canon, 
spoke  disparagingly  of  the  Book  of  Job  as  well  as  of  **  the  Song/* 
and   carried  his   dislike  for  "mystical  interpretations"  of  Old 
Testament  language — which  had,  indeed,  been  greatly  overstrained 
— 80  far  as  to  allow  a  Messianic  reference  in  four  psalms  only,  and 
to  treat  immediate  historical  verifications  of  prophecy  as  super- 
seding any  further  and  unique   fulfilment,  seeing,  for   instance, 
nothing   but  Assyrian   tyranny  in    the  evils  for  which   Hosea 
vou  n.  R 
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predicted  redress,  nothing  but  Maccabean  glories  in  the  "  rising  of 
the  Sun  of  Pdghteousness." 

In  the  Syrian  province  of  Euphratesia,  the  important  metro- 
political  see  of  Hierapolis  had  a  bishop  of  singular  persistency 
of  character,  named  Alexander,  of  whom  we  shall  hear  much ; 
among  its  sufixagana  was  the  Churcli  of  Cyrus  or  Cyrrhos,  for  ever 
memorable  on  accoimt  of  its  great  bishop  Theodoret.     Theodoret 
was  bom  at  Antioch,  the  child  of  pious  parents,  probably  about 
393,  so  that  ho  might  be  four  years  old  when  Clirysostom  left 
Antioch  for  Constantinople.    He  was  regarded  by  his  parents  as  a 
special  "gift  of  God,"  was  carefully  educated,  spent  some  quiet 
years  in  a  monastery  near  Ai>amea,  and  was  consecrated  to  the  see 
of  Cyrrhos  about  423.     We  can  form  an  idea  of  the  locality  from 
his  own  descriptions  :  the  "  poor  little  town  "  was  much  out  of  the 
way,  and  very  uninterasting  as  an  abode ;  but  Theodoret,  acting 
on  the  principle  of  "  adorning  tlie  Sparta  "  which  he  had  found, 
"  concealed  its  unsightliness  by  numerous  buildings  "  erected  at  his 
own  cost — a  church,  public  porticoes,  baths,  two  large  bridges,  and 
an  aqueduct ;  he  also  brought  good  physicians,  one  of  them  a  priest, 
to  settle  there.     The  dwtrict  under  his  charge  was  not  extensive, 
being  only  forty  miles  long  and  as  many  across  ;  but  it  include<J 
as  many  as  eight  hundred  "  pari^ahes,"  a  term  here  ased  in  its  later 
sense ;  it  wus   traversed   by  high  hills,   partly   bare  and  partly 
wooded ;  all  the  land  at  their  base  was  cultivated,  but  taxation 
greatly  interfered  with  its  cultivation  and  fertility,  an<l  ftightened 
away  many  of  the  poor  farmers,  and  even  most  of  those  *'  thrice- 
miserable  decurions  "  or  "  ciuriales  **  on  whom  the  law  laid  so  heavy 
a  hand.     Theodoret,  during  his  episcopate,  reclaimed  eight  villages 
(a  singular  and  suggestive  fact)  from  the  long-lived  Gnosticism 
of  Marcion,  another  from  iVriunism  of  the  ordinary  type,  another 
from  Eunomianism;    and  this  not  without  personal  risk,  being 
often  pelted,  and  even  wounded,  by  the  heretics.      They  little 
knew  Ilia  heart ;  he  was  eminently  a  man  to  be  loved,  overflowing 
with  tenderness  for  all  sufferers,  affectionately  loyal  to  his  friends, 
unwearied  in  all  spiritual  work,  and  in  useful  work  of  a  temporal 
kind  as  dependent  on  the  spiritual.     HLs  unfortunate  connexion 
for  a  considerable  time  with  the  Nestorianizing  party  does  not 
prevent  Cardinal  Newman  from  calling  him  **  a  great  and  holy 
bishop,"   and   from   dwelling   on   what  made  the  charm  of  his 
character — on  his  *'  large  sympathies,  keen  sensibilidea,  indignation 
at  the  sight  of  tyranny,"  on  "  that  affectionate  temper  which  could 
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not  thrive  under  the  absence  of  friends/'  and  on  his  conscientious 
<»re  to  "  do  his  duty  by  his  people  with  all  his  might*'  His  letters 
of  condolence  are  very  touching.  In  one  he  makes  use  of  the  end 
of  Eomans  viii. ;  in  another  he  bids  a  widow  think  of  her  departed 
husband  as  having  only  gone  on  a  long  journey ;  or  he  treats  the 
vicissitudes  of  life  as  a  ground  for  more  entire  dependence  on 
Oud  ;  or  points  to  the  comfort  which  Church  festivals  ai'e  calcu- 
lated to  administer.  To  bis  friends  he  writes  that  "  long  absence 
and  wide  local  separation  do  not  break  up  or  weaken  a  friendship, 
but  ratber  enhance  its  bloom."  As  ruler  of  his  Church,  as  bene- 
factor of  his  city,  as  pleader  for  his  over-burdened  people,  for  whom 
lie  apj)ealed  to  Pulcheria  herself,  as  a  controversialist  (if  not  always 
a  fair  one),  as  a  commentator  of  high  repute  on  Scripture,  Theo- 
doret  gave  himself  no  rest.  He  was  to  be  seen  going  about  in 
shabby  clotliing ;  in  the  tone  of  Samuel  he  says  that  he  never 
received  a  i>enny  or  a  cloak  from  any  man  ;  his  servants  never 
accepted  even  a  loaf  or  an  ^g  ;  he  never  acquired  either  house  or 
field  of  his  own ;  he  wjis  never  engaged  in  any  litigation ;  he  strove 
to  make  liimself  a  pattern  of  self-sacrificing  labour.  Wlien  he 
visited  the  great  capital  of"  the  Orient,"  it  was  when  duty  called 
him,  a]>parently  once  every  year,  to  a  synod  j  and  then  lie  used 
to  preach,  sometimes  at  ordinations,  in  the  "Golden  Church"  of 
Constantius,  with  the  approval  of  Theodotus,  under  whom,  he  says, 
he  taught  for  sbc  years,  between  423  and  428-0,  and  of  John  \a^ 
successor,  who  used  to  applaud  with  both  hands,  and  to  encourage 
other  admirers,  when  the  sermon  was  over,  to  kiss  the  preacher's 
face  and  hands,  or  even,  as  he  says  with  quaint  complacency,  to 
"  take  holii  of  his  knees,  and  call  Ids  doctrine  apostolical.'*  He 
must  have  felt  tlie  contrast  between  sucJi  responsiveness  and  the 
dulness  of  his  home  cougregatiuns,  among  which  a  man  of  his 
gifts  might  seera  to  be  thrown  away.  His  enthusiasm  for 
monasticism  (which  developed  a  marvellous  credulity)  was 
specially  excited  by  the  life  of  Symeon  Stylites,  who  at  this  time 
had  spent  about  five  years  on  the  lowest  of  the  three  pillars  (none 
of  them  very  lofty)  which  be  successively^occupied,  to  the  amaze- 
ment, at  first,  of  the  other  "  inhabitants  of  the  wilderness,"  but 
gradually  attracting  the  profoundest  reverence  as  a  "  wonder  of 
the  world/'  and  a  transcendent  example  of  supernatural  sanctity, 
because  he  stood  up  there  exposed  to  all  weathers,  never  lying 
down,  but  bowing  down  in  countless  acts  of  worship — a  companion 
of  Theodoret*s,  watcliing  Symeon,  counted  1244  such  "  adorations," 
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and  then  "gave  up  counting  in  sheer  weariness."  Wild  and 
fantastic  as  the  "pillar-life  "  was,  and  sadly  perverted  as  was  the 
standard  to  which  it  appealed,  inasmuch  as  it  suggested  the  meri- 
toriousness  of  self-inflicted  pain  in  itself,  it  nnist  be  remembered 
that  the  "holy  aerial  confessor"  was  also  active  in  preaching  to 
the  barbarians  who  came  to  gaze  on  him,  and  converted  many 
whose  childish  natures  might  hardly  have  been  impressed  by 
anytldng  less  phenomenal. 

The  Church  of  Samosata— the  birthplace  of  Paul  the  her«- 
siarch — was  governed  by  Andrew,  a  tlieologian  of  some  mark. 
The  "holy  city  of  Messa/*  devoted  from  the  lirat,  as  Eusebius 
tells  us,  to  the  Christian  profession,  and  faithfid  to  Catholic 
doctrine  under  Valens,  had  Eabbula  for  its  bisliop,  once  a  pagan 
governor  of  his  native  city,  but  converted  mainly,  it  seems,  by 
Alexander,  the  founder  of  the  Akuimetoi,  and  appointed  to  the 
episcopate  of  Edesaa  in  412 :  he  had  set  himself  energetically  to 
the  task  of  education,  and  restored  to  the  Mesopotamian  metropoliB 
the  ancient  honours  of  its  "  Persian  school."  At  Jenisalem, 
not  yet  emancipated  from  the  metropolitical  authority  of  Caesarea^ 
although  recognised  by  the  seventh  Xiceiie  canon  as  holding  a 
traditional  place  of  "honour/'  Juvenal  had  probably  been  for 
some  years  bishop — the  forty- third  successor  of  St.  James. 

At  Alexandria  Cyril  had  presided  since  412.  and  had  been 
since  417  in  communion  with  the  West,  after  the  healing  of 
the  breach  caused  by  his  predecessor's  conduct  towards  St. 
Chrysostom.  Time  had  been  allowed  for  what  a  writer  who  haa 
treated  him  with  just  buL  discriminating  admiration  calls  a 
"mellowing  down  of  his  spirit;"  he  was  not  the  same  man  in 
all  respects  aa  when  he  canonized  the  munk  who  died  under 
torture  for  having  wounded  a  worthless  and  untrientUy  governor 
of  Alexandria,  or  when  he  refused,  at  tlie  request  of  Atticus,  to 
place  St.  Chrysostom's  name  on  the  diptychs,  only  yielding 
to  the  severe  remonstrance  of  Isidore  of  Pelusium,  the  venerable 
"  abbot "  whom  he  treated  as  a  father, — one  whose  character  gave 
force  to  the  remonstrances  which  he  was  wont  to  address,  with 
what  Tillemont  calls  a  "noble  freedom,"  to  "all  kinds  of  persons," 
bishops,  civil  governors,  court  of&cors,  "  as  to  what  he  thought 
blameable  in  their  conduct."  In  this  case  lie  went  stniight  to  the 
mark  by  exhorting  Cyril  '*  not  to  perpetuate  a  feud  under  the 
pretence  of  religious  zeal."  Yet  although  Cjrril  had  conceded 
this    point    to  Isidore,  he   seems  never  to  have  felt  cordially 
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towards  the  memory  of  the  saint  whom  his  uncle  had  persecnted  ; 
and  too  much  of  asperity  and  imperioiisnesa  clung  to  him  through- 
out hie  long  career,  marring  the  moral  effect  of  his  zeal  for 
Christian  orthodoxy.  We  may  mention  here  the  names  of  two 
eminent  ascetics  who,  with  Isidore,  represented  at  this  time  the 
Egyptian  ideal  of  raonnsticism :  Pa?men,  who  united  a  fanatical 
austerity  towards  his  kindred  with  a  uniform  tenderness  towards 
every  one  else ;  and  Arsenius,  who  had  now  spent  about  forty 
years  in  the  desert  of  Scetis,  craving  ever  more  and  more  for 
solitude  and  silence,  weeping  continually  over  the  recollection  of 
his  sins  and  of  the  evils  of  his  time,  but  never,  assuredly,  re- 
gretting for  a  moment  hLs  voluntary  departure  from  senatorial 
rank  and  from  his  high  place  at  the  court  of  Constantinople. 
Kingsley,  in  his  '*  Hermits,"  claims  "  sacred  pity  for  the  grief  of 
a  good  man  "  who  had  failed  to  make  his  two  imperial  pupils  so 
rule  as  to  "  stave  off  the  ruin  "  which  had  come  on  die  earth. 
But  the  pity  of  it  was  that,  had  they  been  ever  so  right-minded, 
they  had  no  capacity  for  ruling  at  all. 

Before  closing  our  brief  survey  of  Eastern  affairs,  we  must  add 
that  the  persecution  which  had  begun  in  Persia  in  the  last  year  of 
king  Isdigerdes  (Yaxdejerd),  who  died  in  420,  and  which  was  carried 
on  with  more  definite  purpose  and  greater  severity  by  his  son 
Varanes  or  Vararam,  fifth  of  that  name,  appears  to  have  been  for  a 
while  terminated  by  the  conclusion  of  peace  between  the  latter  king 
and  Theoilosius  in  422,  but  to  have  revived,  although  perhaps  with 
less  violence,  somewhat  later.  On  this  point,  the  authority  of 
Socrates,  who  makes  the  persecution  end  with  the  war,  is  inferior 
to  that  of  Theodoret,  who  lived  not  far  from  the  Persian  frontier, 
and  who,  finishing  his  history  in  450,  assigns  thirty  years  to  this 
persecution,  and  expressly  says  that  it  was  continued  by  the 
successor  of  Varanun, — a  second  Isdigerdes,  who  came  to  the 
throne  in  440,  We  may  remember,  in  connection  with  it, 
the  heroic  constancy  of  Benjamin  the  deacon,  who  endured 
horrible  tortures  ending  in  death,  for  refusing  to  "  forsake  his 
Creator  and  deify  the  sun,  a  creature  like  himself ; "  and  the  noble 
and  truly  Christian  benefioencse  of  Acacius  bishop  of  Amida,  now 
capital  of  Boman  Mesopotamia,  who,  during  the  war,  sold  his 
altar-vesselA  to  ransom  seven  thousand  captives  of  the  hostile 
Persian  nation  who  were  in  danger  of  perishing  by  famine, 
observing  to  his  clergy  that  *'  their  God  was  in  no  need  of  dishes  or 
cups,"    He  maintained  the  captives  for  a  time  after  they  had  been 
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set  free,  and  then  sent  them  back  to  Vararain.  who  expressed  a 
desire  to  see  a  man  capable  of  sucli  munificent  generosity. 

We  must  now  turn  to  the  West.  The  incapable  and  despicable 
Empeixtr  Honorius  had  died  in  the  August  of  423,  leaving  "  his 
IKJultry  and  his  people,"  says  Hodgkin,  "  to  other  masters ;  *' 
and  after  the  brief  usurpation  of  John,  the  chief  of  the  imperial 
secrataries,  who  wa.s  defeated  by  forces  sent  from  the  East,  the 
throne  of  the  West  was  filled  in  425  by  Valentinian  III.,  a 
boy  of  six,  the  sou  of  Galla  Placidia  and  nephew  of  Honorius, 
whose  mother,  as  regent  (for  her  coarse  and  ignoble,  though 
soldierly,  husband,  Constantius,  had  died  before  her  brotlier), 
*'  envied,  but  could  not  equal,  the  wise  and  successful  policy  of 
Pulcheria  " — and  also  could  not,  and  must  have  learned  that  she 
could  not,  make  hbr  son  worthy  to  reign.  A  year  before  the 
death  of  Honorius,  Celestine  I.  had  succeeded  Boniface  in  the 
Roman  see;  he  had  apparently,  in  early  life,  known  St.  Ambrosii 
at  Milan,  and  had  been  one  of  the  seven  Eoman  deacons  under 
Pope  Innocent.  Among  the  Italian  bishops  the  most  eminent 
were  Maximus  of  Turin,  whose  extant  seiraons  attest  the  pre- 
valence of  pagan  usages  among  the  rustic  servants  of  Cluistian 
masters,  assert  that  heretical  presbyters  were  selling  ussurauces  of 
di\ine  paixlon  "for  so  much."  and  urge  the  due  observance  of  the 
great  festivals,  Christmas  and  Ascension  as  well  as  Easter  and 
Pentecost ;  and  iPeter,  surnamed  Chrysologus,  bishop,  and  after- 
wards archbishop,  of  Havenna,  whose  frequent,  pithy,  and  carefully 
prepared  sermons  were  held  in  high  esteem  by  his  flock. 
Paulinus  of  Nola  had  died  in  424,  after  an  episcoijate  of  fifteen 
years. 

In  Gaul,  the  illuslrious  Germanus,  or  St.  Gennan.  was  bishop 
of  Auxerre.  The  extraordinary  venture  of  faith  whereby  ^Vmator. 
his  predecessor,  had  by  a  sort  of  force  introduced  into  his  clergy  a 
young  military  commander  or  "  duke  " — secular  in  his  halnts.  eager 
for  spoit,  addicted  to  a  custom  of  hanging  up  the  heads  of  slain 
animals  on  a  ]»ear  tree.!  and  fiercely  intolerant  of  the  bishop's 
remonstrance  at  what  he  considered  to  be  a  survival  of  pagan 
superstitions — had  been  justified  by  ten  years  of  an  episcopate  in 
which  the  faults  of  his  earlier  life  were  almost  "efifaced"  from 
recollection  by  the  lustre  of  his  self-denial,  his  tenderness  of  heart, 
a  "  chant}'  which  flowed  Jover  the  least  of  his  actions,"  his  ready 
beneficence,  his  moral  elevation,  and  his  peraunsiveness  as  a 
teacher.      His    intervention  in    British    Church    uflairs.  already 
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}illaded  to,  took  place  in  429.  The  see  of  Aries,  which  had  been 
the  scene  of  the  famous  council  of  314,  and  of  another  and  very 
different  assembly  in  354.  had  lately  received  as  its  archbishop  the 
nobly-born  Ilonoratiis,  who  more  than  twenty  yeai's  before  had 
given  the  impetus  to  a  movement  fertile  beyond  expectation  in 
happy  results  to  the  Gallican  Church.  Bent  on  ascetic  seclusion, 
hy  hail  settled  in  the  smaller  and  more  remote  of  tlio  twc*  wooded 
islands  of  Lerins  off  the  coast  of  Provence.  Of  these  islands,  now 
easily  accessible  from  Cannes,  the  larger  was  called  Lero  or  Lero 
Major  and  is  now  called  the  lie  Ste.  Marguerite;  the  other,  wluch 
on  its  southern  side  confronts  the  wide  Mediterranean,  and  often 
seenied  to  inWte  the  Saracen  pirates^  still  bears  as  the  lie  St, 
Honorat  the  name  of  tlie  venerattid  founder  of  the  commumty  of 
Lerins.  Its  monastery,  which  ere  long  included  brethren  of  all 
nations,  anchorites  as  well  as  coenobites,  became,  in  Dean  Kitchin's 
phrase,  the  training-place  of  *'  the  greatest  saints  and  scholars  of 
the  time,"  oae  of  the  most  illustrious  religious  houses  in  all 
Christendom,  eminent  alike  for  piety  and  learning,  and  known,  l»y 
name  at  least,  to  all  who  have  heard  of  oae  famous  Lerinensian, 
Vincent,  the  author  of  the  "  Quod  semper,  quod  ubique,  quod  ab 
omnibuB."  A  hundred  years  later  Csesarius  of  Aries  ajxistrophized 
tlie  isle  as  "  beata  et  felix  ;  *'  and  we  may  well  remember  that  our 
own  Benedict  Biscop  was  for  two  years  an  inmate  of  the  house. 
Before  he  became  archbishop  of  Aries,  Honoratus  had,  as  it  was 
believed,  won  over  a  young  man  named  Hilary  from  '*  worldliness  " 
to  the  monastic  life  by  his  persistent  prayers.  Hilary  for  a 
time  accompanied  him  to  Aries,  but  aftenvards  i-eturned  to  Lerins, 
aud  was  still  under  thiity  when,  on  Ilonuratus's  death,  he  suc- 
ceeded him  in  the  see  with  which  his  own  name  is  so  closely 
as.sociate<L  In  the  neighbouring  and  larger  islet  dwelt  Euche- 
riuR,  who  had  given  up  brilliant  secular  prospects  in  order  to 
imitate  the  example  of  Honoi-atus  and  other  recluses,  and  who 
was  afler^vards  to  be  the  most  eminent  among  the  bishops  of 
Lyons  since  St.  Irenseus.  Contemporaneously  with  the  founda- 
tion of  Lerins,  or  perhaps  a  year  earlier,  John  Cassian  had  settled 
at  Marseilles,  where  he  founded  the  abltcy  of  St.  Victor,  whose 
venerable  ruins  still  cover  his  remains :  and  in  the  same  city 
resided  the  presbyter  Salviau.  afterwards  famous  as  the  author  of 
a  passionately  earnest  work  on  **  The  Government  of  God,"  suggested 
by  the  trials  and  scandals  of  the  time. 

Turning  lastly  to  African  affairs,  we  may  here  bring  in  the 
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consideration  of  a  memorable  case,  connected  with  the  prohibition, 
by  the  May-day  Council  of  418,  of  clerical  apfmala  to  a  transmarine 
tribunal.  The  story  divides  itself  into  three  part-s.  which  may  be 
(listinguislied  by  the  names  of  three  popes — Zosimua,  Boniface, 
iind  Celestine. 

1.  At  Sicca  Veneria,  a  town  on  a  hill  in  Proconsular  Africa, 
formerly  a  seat  of  the  worship  of  Astarte.  there  lived  and  minis- 
tered a  priest  named  Apiarius.  He  fell  into  vice,  and  was  ex- 
communicated, not  without  some  informality  of  procedure,  by 
Urbanua  his  bishop ;  whereupon  he  appealed  10  Zosimus,  who  was 
just  then  sore  under  the  humiliation  which  his  precipitancy  in 
the  case  of  Ocelestius  and  Pelagius  had  brought  upon  liiiu,  and 
was  probably  annoyed  by  the  canon  which  the  African  Council 
had  lately  passed  by  way  of  reply  to  the  censured  priest's  appeal. 
So  it  was  that  a  small  council  of  bishops,  including  Augustine, 
met  in  Mauritania,  appai-ently  at  Cfesarea,  the  modern  Algiers, 
on  the  20th  of  September,  418,  to  discuss  what  Augustine  calls 
some  Church  business  "unavoidably  laid  upon  them  by  Zosimus," 
that  is,  no  doubt,  his  expected  interference.  His  delegates  or 
envoys — Faustinus,  bishop  of  Totentia,  and  two  priests — appeared 
before  this  council,  and  j)roduced  a  commonUoriujn,  or  paper  of 
instructions,  from  their  principal,  which  claimed  a  right  of  inter- 
vention on  the  ground  that  the  Nicene  CouncQ  had  authorised 
appeals  to  Rome  on  tlie  part  of  bishops,  and  appeals  on  the  part 
of  a  cleric  from  an  unfriendly  bishop  to  neighbouring  bishops 
(Jiniiimos),  that  they  might  adjudicate  in  his  cause.  Three  points 
come  out  clearly  in  regard  to  this  claim.  First,  the  enactments 
cited  really  belong  to  the  series  of  Siirdican  canons,  of  which  thu 
tidrd,  fourth,  and  fifth^^r  the  third,  fourth,  and  seventh,  in  the 
Latin  form  of  tliese  canons — refer  to  a  certain  carefully  limited 
power  of  receiving  appeals  as  granted  by  the  Council  to  the  Roman 
bishop ;  wliile  the  fourteenth  (or  seventeenth)  canon  allows  an 
aggrieved  cleric  to  appeal  from  liis  own  ordinary  to  his  metro- 
politan, or,  failing  him,  to  the  neighbouring  "  bishop  "  (Greek)  or 
"bishops"  (Latin).  Secondly,  since  Apiarius  was  only  a  priest, 
Zosimus  must  have  had  a  special  reason  for  citing  the  canon  about 
appeals  of  bishops ;  and  the  only  reason  could  be  that  he  well 
knew  the  African  Chm-ch  to  bo  opposed  to  appeals  to  '*  foreign 
tribunals  "  on  the  part  of  a  bishop  as  well  as  of  a  clei:gyman. 
And  thirdly,  he  must  have  intended  at  least  to  attempt  a  bold  in- 
terpretation of  "  neighbouring  bishops ; "  was  not  Italy  sufficiently 
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Africa's  "  neighbour "  to  bring  its  own  chief  prelate  within  that 
description  ?  The  prelates  who  listened  to  Fauatinus  had  not  before 
them  any  copy  of  Nicene  canons,  and  were  content  to  say  that 
they  would  observe  whatever  provisions  had  the  authority  of  Nicsea. 
2.  So  ends  the  first  act  of  the  drama.  Zosimus  died  in  the 
follttwing  December,  and  his  successor  Boniface  I.,  the  pope  to 
whom  Augustine  addressed  his  work  "  Against  Two  Letters  of 
Pelagians,"  took  over  the  affair  of  Apiarius,  but  in  a  friendly  tone 
towards  the  African  episcopate,  as  if  all  were  now  amicably  settled. 
Accordingly,  we  find  Faustinas  presenting  to  a  Council  at  Cailhage 
on  May  25,  419,  the  instruction  affirming  that  the  Nicene  Fathers 
had  "  said "  that  bishops  might  apjKial  to  Eome.  But  between 
September  and  May  there  had  been  opportunity  for  consulting  th« 
Carthaginian  copy  of  the  Nicene  canons,  and  "  several  atdices. 
Greek  as  well  as  Latin,"  so  that  Alypius  bishop  of  Thagaste, 
Augustine's  old  conipamuu  and  friend,  was  able  to  say  with  pttlite 
archness,  "  One  thing  does  still  surprise  me  :  I  don't  know  how  it 
was,  but  we  did  m)t  find  in  the  codices  examined  anything  like 
what  is  now  quoted  as  Nicene."  He  moved,  accordingly,  that 
Aiu-elius  the  primate  should  write  to  the  bishops  of  Constantinople. 
Alexandria,  and  Antioch  for  duly  authenticated  copies  of  the 
Nicene  canons,  and  that  Boniface  should  be  requested  to  do  tlie 
same.  Thereupon  Faustinus  tried  t-o  suggest  that  it  would  suifioe 
if  "  Ids  poi^j "  were  to  make  such  an  inquiry ;  but  this  hint  was  not 
taken,  and  Aurelius  merely  remsirked  that  of  course  their  "  fellow- 
bishop  Boniface  would  be  informed  as  to  all  their  proceedings  " 
Then  a  Maxiritanian  bishop  made  his  own  contribution  to  the 
debate:  *'  Now  I  remember  that  in  this  commoniioriuui  there  was 
something  about  presbyters  or  deacons,  how  their  causes  ought  to 
be  heard  by  their  own  bishop  or  by  neighbouring  bishops,  of  which 
we  have  found  uotlung  in  the  Nicene  record."  Tlie  passage  was 
read,  and  Augustine  undertook  that  this  also  should  be  observed, 
ponding  moi-e  accurate  investigation  of  the  Nicene  text.  It  was 
resolved  to  write  to  the  occupants  of  the  three  chief  Eastern  sees, 
and  also  to  ajipend  to  the  minutes  of  the  Council  the  (original) 
Nicene  Creed,  and  the  Latin  version  of  the  canons  which  Ctecilian 
had  brought  home  with  him — the  version,  wo  may  observe,  which 
has  been  known  as  '*  Vetus,"  a  title  which  does  but  scanty  justice 
to  its  antiquity.  These  documents  apparently  were  sent  in  copies 
with  the  letters  to  the  East.  As  for  Apiarius,  he  mode  full  con- 
fession of  his  offences;  his  bishop  readily  corrected  the  informalities 
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of  the  former  aontence  ;  and  he  waa  allowed  to  officiate  auj'^vhere 
but  at  Sicca,  where  doubtless  his  presence  woxUd  peqietuate  the 
scaudol.  As  several  bishops  were  anxious  to  get  home,  a  eoiu- 
mittee  waa  appointed  to  carry  out  the  resolutiuna,  and  to  draft  a 
letter  to  Boniface.  He  was  therein  requested  to  write  fi>r  himself 
to  the  Eastern  primates,  in  whose  churches  tJie  "  truest  copies  "  of 
the  Niceno  canons  would  naturally  be  preserved  ;  but  it  was 
urged — in  rather  obscui-e  terms — that  even  if  on  inquiry  the 
alleged  canon  should  prove  to  be  Kicene.  and  to  be  observed  as 
Nicene  in  Italy,  still  the  *' arrogant"  tone  assumed  by  Fiiustinus 
was  such  as  the  African  bishops  ought  not  again  to  have  to  endive. 
Care  was  also  taken  quietly  to  preclude  any  misinteqjretatidn  of 
finitimos  by  assuming  that  it  must  mean  "  the  bishops  of  the  pro- 
vinces in  Africa."  The  lettera  to  the  Eastern  bishops  produced 
replies,  which  are  extant,  from  Atticus  and  from  Cynl,  who  also 
sent  copies — "  most  tnistworthy  copies,"  says  Vyril — of  the  Nicene 
decrees.  By  "  copies  "  we  may  here  understand  translations ;  and 
the  stiU  extant  translation  sent  by  Atticus,  ami  descrilied  as  made 
by  Philo  and  Kuarestus  of  ('onstantinople,  under  some  pressure  of 
time  due  to  the  haste  of  the  Carthaginian  messenger  to  depart, 
is  evidently  more  uccurute  than  the  Vetus,  although  the  latter  may 
have  served  as  its  basis.  The  Latin  version  of  the  Nicene  Creed 
was  also  corrected  at  Constantinople ;  and  it  is  toi)e  observed  that, 
as  so  coiTected,  it  contains  none  of  the  additions  called  Constanti- 
noiM»litan.  Tlie  documents,  after  being  received  at  Carthage,  werv 
sent  to  Boniface  on  November  2*i,  419. 

3.  It  might  now  have  seemed  that  "  the  incident  was  closed." 
Apiarius  had  confessed  and  been  reinstated,  and  the  misquotation 
of  the  Nicene  canons  had  l»een  set  right.  But  no ;  Apiarius  had 
not  lived  three  years  in  his  new  home  at  Thal>racA — a  sea-coast 
town  not  far  from  Augustine's  Hippo — Ijefore  he  relapsed  into  his 
profligacies,  was  again  excommunicated,  and  again  invoked  the  aid 
of  Rome.  Celestine,  who  had  succeeded  Ikmifacc  in  the  September 
of  422,  could  not  resist  the  temptation  thus  presented.  He  not 
only  received  the  appeal,  but  ilisregarded  the  lesson  involved  in  the 
impetuosity  of  Zosimus,  dispensed  himself  from  the  primary  obliga- 
tion of  testing  his  petitioner's  stutements,  and  sent  him  back  to 
A&'ica  with  '*  Leo  the  presbyter/'  who  was  the  bearer  of  a  letter 
expressing  satisfaction  at  his  being  proved  innocent.  A  secular 
magistrate  in  any  court  of  the  empire  would  have  disqualified  him- 
self by  conduct  so  unjudiciaL    And  so  we  find  yet  another  Council 
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assembled  at  Carthage,  apparently  in  424.  Faustinus  reappears  as 
Celeatine's  representative,  and  behaves  woi-se  than  he  did  in  the 
days  of  Boniface,  attempting  to  overbear  the  Council  by  the  name 
of  the  Apostolic  see,  as  if  its  action  must  necessarily  l)e  held 
decisive.  But  the  Council  would  not  be  overborne,  and  insisted  on 
examining  for  itself  into  the  conduct  of  Apiarius  as  attested  from 
Thaliraca.  Three  days  were  spent  in  this  uHenaive  task.  Faus- 
tinus tried  all  means  of  baffling  or  arresting  the  inquiry,  and 
Apiarius  resorted  now  to  equivocations  and  now  to  "  shameless 
denials/*  until  suddenly  his  assurance  broke  down,  and  he  con- 
fessed to  enormities  which  might  have  beeu  deemed  "  incredible  " — 
the  phraseology  employed  is  sufHcieutly  emphatic,  nfjandits  tur- 
pitvdines,  tanta  ac  tarti  immania  flagiiut.  The  bishops  took  their 
advantage,  and  wrote  to  Celestine  (the  famous  letter  l>oginning 
Optarenius),  complaining  of  his  legate's  misbehaviour  and  request- 
ing him  not  again  thus  rashly  to  favour  *"  unprincipled  petitions," 
or  to  receive  into  his  communion  men  whom  their  own  Chm-ch 
authorities  had  for  amply  sufficient  reasons  put  under  censure. 
They  observed  that  the  Niceue  Council  had  "  masouably  ruled" 
that  all  causes,  whether  of  bishops  or  clerics,  should  be  decided  in 
the  countries  where  they  had  ariseu,  remarked  that  they  had 
themselves  provided  for  redress  of  any  erroneous  judgment  by 
allowing  appetds  to  a  provincial  or  to  a  (general  (African)  Council, 
and  contended  that  it  was  not  to  be  believed  that  God  would 
inspire  any  one  individual,  '*  no  matter  whom."  with  the  spirit  of 
justice,  "  and  withhold  it  from  a  great  number  of  prelates  assembled 
in  council."  They  next  pointed  out  that  a  trial  beyond  sea.  at 
which  it  would  be  impossible  for  all  the  witnesses  to  attend,  could 
never  serve  the  ends  of  justice ;  and  then,  I'y  way  of  meeting  the 
rejoinder  that  the  Pope  might  send  a  delegate  to  Africa,  they  said 
that  there  was  no  ct^nciliar  authoiity  for  surh  ii  step.  They  reminded 
Celestine  that  true  copies  of  the  ^'icene  canons,  received  by  them 
itnd  forwarded  to  his  predecessor,  had  disproved  tlie  assertiun  made 
through  Faustinus,  "  as  if  in  the  name  of  the  Nicene  Council ; " 
and  they  then  alluded  to  a  recent  case  which  requires  a  passing 
word  of  explanation.  Augustine  had  established  a  bL*3hopric  at 
Fussala,  a  town  forty  miles  from  Hippo,  and  had  procm*ed  the 
app^iintment  to  it  of  a  young  man  named  Antony,  whom  he  had 
brought  up  in  his  ecclesiastical  household.  It  soon  appeared  that 
hifl  kindly  feeling  had  for  once  misled  his  judgment.  Antony  had 
given  no  proof  of  fitness  for  a  charge  so  momentous,  had  held  no 
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higher  ecclesiastical  office  than  that  of  a  reader,  and  proved  his 
unfitness  bj  conduct  so  scandalous  as  to  alienate  his  new  flock. 
Serious  charges  weru  brou*^ht  against  him ;  but  some  failed  for 
want  of  evidence,  and  others  were  disproved,  although  tyrannical 
conduct  was  fully  brought  home  to  him  ;  and  a  Council  adopted  a 
somewhat  halting  resolution — to  deprive  him  of  hia  functions,  but 
to  leave  him  at  Fussala  with  the  title  of  bishop,  on  condition  of 
his  repaying  its  people  what  he  had  wrongly  taken  from  them. 
He  appealed  to  the  aged,  perhaps  imbecile,  primate  of  Numidia, 
who  accepted  his  account  of  matters  (including,  probably,  his  plea 
that  the  recent  sentence  was  inconsistent),  and  even  recommended 
him  to  Boniface,  who  wrote  to  Africa  in  his  behalf,  but  (having 
learned  caution)  with  a  proviso,  "  if  his  statement  should  prove  to 
be  true."  Eumoura,  however,  were  soon  spread  that  the  Pope 
meant  to  employ  state  ofScera  for  the  forcible  restf.Tation  of  Antony ; 
and  on  the  death  of  Boniface  the  people  of  Fassala  had  depre- 
cated such  measures  in  a  memorial  to  Celestine,  which  Augustine, 
t-o  whom  the  whole  affair  was  matter  of  grief  and  self-reproach,  now 
supported  in  an  urgent  letter,  in  which  he  cites  1  Peter  v.  3.  To 
this  trouble,  then,  the  Council  alludes,  and  peremptorily  exhorts 
Celestine  not  to  think  of  sending  clerics  of  his  own  to  carry  out 
orders  of  his  own  in  AfricA,  *'  lest  wo  "  (a  courteous  efjuivalent  for 
"you")  "should  seem  to  be  introducing  the  smoky  arrogance  of 
the  world  int«  the  Church  of  Christ,  which  presents  t<j  those  who 
desire  to  fear  God  the  sunlight  of  humility  and  simplicity."  And 
they  concluded  Ijy  expressing  a  confident  hope  that  Celestine,  in 
his  "  brotherly  charity  and  moderation,"  would  no  longer  allow 
them  to  be  troubled  l>y  the  presence  of  Faustinus  in  Africa.  The 
more  adventui«us  of  Roman  controversialists  have  IlIuBtrated  the 
significance  of  this  plain-spoken  letter  by  arbitrary  attempts  to 
treat  it  as  spurious. 

It  is  creditable  to  Itome  as  well  as  to  Africa  that  this  affair 
produced  no  quarrel  between  the  two  Churches ;  and  we  find  that, 
a  century  later,  a  Council  of  Carthage  under  the  primate  Boniface 
read  the  decree  of  the  Council  of  418  against  appeals  to  trans- 
marine authorities. 

The  whole  case  suggests  two  or  three  observations.  First,  we 
may  wonder  that  the!  Africans  did  not  say  at  once  to  Faustinus, 
•'  You  mistake :  these  provisions  are  not  Nicene ;  we  know  them 
well  enough  to  be  Sardican.'*  Gratus,  bishop  of  Carthage,  had, 
as  we  have  seen,  in    a    Council    held    about  348,   mentioned 
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"  the  most  holy  Council  of  Sardica "  aa  havinj^  innde  a  docroe 
eqiiivalcnt  to  one  then  l>eing  proposed  Cor  ndoptiou  in  Africa,  the 
decree  in  question  being  the  fifteenth  (otherwise  the  eighteenth)  of 
the  Sardican  canons.  But  Ids  way  of  referring  to  it  seems  to  show 
that  the  Sardican  legislation  had  not  been  promulgated  as  authori- 
Utive  for  Africa ;  and  by  degrees  the  otturt  of  the  Arian  pirty  to 
represent  their  own  secessionist  assembly  at  Philipiwpolis  as  the 
true  Sardican  Council  appears  to  have  been  successful  in  this 
sense,  that  tlie  name  of  the  Sardican  Council  became  inextricably 
associated  with  heresy,  and  Augustine  could  repeatedly  assert,  as 
a  thing  known  to  every  one,  Donatist  or  Cliuichmnu,  that  the 
Sardican  Council  was  Arian  and  therefore  altogether  illegitimate. 
But  there  is  a  graver  interest  in  the  story:  it  is  an  instance  of 
the  unscrupulouaness  of  Roman  bishops  and  their  ecclesiastical 
iidvisers — the  precuj-sors  of  the  "Curia" — when  argiuug  on  behalf 
of  Roman  intervention  in  the  affairs  of  foreign  Churches.  They 
had  carelessly  taken  up  with  the  opinion  that  a  set  of  canons 
which  provided  for  a  method  of  appeal  to  Rome  might  in  fact  be 
used  as  supplementary  to  the  Nicene :  the  next  step  would  lie  to 
call  them  "  Nicene/'  and  although  the  original  copy  of  the  actual 
Nicene  canons  must  have  l>eeu  known  at  liomo,  a  pope  and  his 
counsellors  would  not  care  to  test  a  convenient  assumjjtion — would 
rather  choose  not  to  look  into  the  facts,  just  as  in  the  sLxth 
century  the  compiler  of  the  Liber  Pontijicidis,  declining  (says 
Duchesne)  the  restraint  of  "  authentic  documents/*  gave  himself  a 
free  band  in  regard  to  "  traditions,"  including  such  a  portentous 
figment  as  the  baptism  of  Constantine  by  Silvester;  a  warnings 
surely,  for  ecclesiastical  partisans,  who  may  be  tempted  to  ignore 
evidence  when  it  is  not  likely  to  assist  a  cherished  programme. 
And  when  we  think  of  the  various  steps  by  which  the  iw^Mis  made 
their  way  to  au|)remacy  in  the  West,  we  shall  not  forget  the  moral 
bearing  of  their  procedure  in  regard  to  Apiarius,  or  their  subsequent 
persistence  in  the  use  of  "  Nicene  "  instead  of  Sardican,  any  more 
than  the  dignified  and  resolute  stand  made  by  the  African  bishops 
under  the  warrant  of  the  Council  of  Nicaa. 


CHAPTER  XXXVI. 


THE   RISK   OK   NESTORIAJJISM, 


It  was  on  the  lOth  of  Aprils  428,  that  Siainnius,  bishop  of 
Constantinople,  who  had  died  on  Christmas-eve,  was  succeeded 
by  a  Syrian  named  Nestorius^  whose  moral  character  was  highly 
respected,  and  who  had  considerable  gifts  as  a  fluent  orator.  It 
was  hoped,  perhaps,  that  he  might  carry  on,  in  regard  to  preaching 
ability,  the  tradition  of  Chrysostom.  But  he  began  his  episcopate 
with  a  bhinder.  His  inaugural  address  to  the  Emperor,  delivered 
before  the  assembled  |xi0}>le,  might  be  calculated  to  win  the 
applause  of  unthinking  zealots,  but  it  disgusted  the  sober-minded 
and  intelligent,  few  of  wliom,  however,  could  have  forecasted  the 
strange  comment  which  his  after-conduct  was  to  make  on  this 
inaugural  sermon.  "Give  me  " —  he  thundered  out  with  all  the 
power  of  his  fine  voice — "give  me,  O  Emperor,  the  earth  clear 
of  heretics,  and  1  will  give  you  heaven  in  return.  Help  me 
to  destroy  the  heretics,  and  I  will  belp  you  to  destroy  the  Per- 
sians !  "  *'  So  soon  " —  it  was  said — '*  so  soon  after  he  has  come 
among  us,  when  he  has  hardly  hud  time  to  taste  the  water  of 
the  city,  is  he  to  come  out  thus  as  a  firebrand  of  persecution  ? " 
There  were  i>enal  laws,  indeed,  in  abundance,  against  heretics 
of  all  kinds :  under  the  present  reign  the  Eunomians  had  been 
again  deprived  of  the  right  of  Tnaking  wills  or  inheriting  by 
will,  the  houses  of  tlieir  clergy  in  the  "illustrious  city"  of 
Constantinople  had  been  coniiacatcd,  they  had  been  excluded 
from  the  army ;  and  all  heretics,  diverse,  as  it  was  observed  by 
one  enactment,  in  the  names  of  their  sects,  but  united  by  a 
common  misbelief,  were  comprehensively  subjected  by  Theodosius 
to  all  the  penalties  decreed  by  his  father  and  grandfather.  £ut 
wo  may  infer  from  the  account  uf  Socrates  tliat  these  stringent 
laws  (never  preWously  carrietl  out  in  full  force)  had  been  allowed 
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to  a  great  extent  to  lie  dormant  under  the  gentle  and  tolerant 
rule  of  the  bishops  of  Constantinople  ;  even  hs  Theodosius  the 
Great  had  liimself  confined  liia  practical  severity  to  the  heresiarch 
Eimomitis,  permitting  other  heretics — bo  Socrates  assures  ns — to 
meet  in  their  own  conventicles,  and  to  build  chapels  outside  the 
citias,  while  the  Novatians  were  allowed  to  occupy  their  places  of 
worship  within  the  walls,  as  being  orthodox  in  faith. 

Xestorius,  for  whatever  reason,  was  bent  on  a  persecuting  policy. 
Five  days  had  not  elapsed  since  his  consecration  when  he  set  to  woi'k 
actually  to  pull  down  the  Arian  chapeL  The  Arians  were,  indeed, 
fallen  from  their  palmy  state  of  prosperity  and  ascendancy;  old 
men  among  them  might  look  back  with  fond  i-e'^rct  to  the  days  of 
Eudoxius  and  Demo[)iulus.  or  to  the  time  when  Gregory  Nazianzen  s 
<iftbrta  to  reorganize  a  Catholic  community  could  still  be  treated 
with  contempt ;  they  might  dwell  in  memory  on  later  days  when, 
although  supremacy  was  lost,  their  leaders  were  strong  enough  to 
set  fii*e  to  the  house  of  one  bishop,  or  to  insult  tht*  adherants  of 
another — of  John  Chrysostam  himself — by  processional  songs,  as 
they  paraded  through  the  city  on  the  way  to  Uieir  extra-mural 
meeting-place.  Those  days  were  gone,  and  they  had  been 
weakened  by  intestinal  division;  but  they  had  had  leanied  men 
among  ihnir  clergy,  and  their  spirit  was  still  imbent.  They 
rushed  to  the  scene  of  demolition,  and,  in  reckless  revenge, 
themselves  set  fire  to  the  cbapel,  in  order  to  deprive  the  Catholics 
of  a  triumph  and  to  involve  the  adjacent  buildings  in  ruin.  A 
tumult  followed,  and  Socrates  tells  us  that  nothing  but  the  special 
providence  of  the  J3ivine  Guardian  of  the  imperial  city  could 
have  prevented  "  the  mischief  from  comLnf^  to  full  effect."  One 
result  <jf  tliL?  outrage  was  to  affix  a  nickname  to  the  new  bishop. 
Befoi'e  he  was  ever  thought  of  as  a  future  heresiarch  he  was 
known  thiY>ughout  Constantinople  as  Nastorius  "  the  Firebrand  " — 
literally  "  the  Bonfire."  He  showed  his  intolerant  disposition 
agfunst  the  inoffensive  Novatians,  and  Socrates  imputes  to  him 
a  mean  jealousy  of  their  highly  respected  bishop.  He  was  doubt- 
less the  moving  spirit  in  the  promulgation  of  a  new  penal  law, 
professing  a  resolution  to  "  restrain  the  insanitj'  of  the  heretics," 
forbidding  all  religious  meetings  of  the  Eunomians,  Montanists, 
Marcionitea,  Messalians,  Donatists,  Paulianists,  Manicheans.  and 
others,  but  merely  debarring  Arians  and  Macedonians,  with 
ApoUinarians,  from  having  diurches  within  any  city  (for,  says  the 
discriminating  edict,  "all  are  not  to  be  smitten  with  the  same 
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rigour  "),  and  simply  warning  the  Novatians  to  introduce  no  changes. 
Churches  taken  by  heretics  from  the  Catholics  are  forthwith  to 
l>e  restored,  and  a  money  penalty  is  decreed  for  any  ordinatiou 
of  heretical  clergy,  "  or,  as  they  think  them,  pricsta."  This  law  is 
dated  May  30,  428,  six  weeks  aft^r  the  new  bishop's  consecration. 
Socrates  tells  us  that  he  attacked  the  Quartodecimans  of  Pro- 
consular Asia,  Lydia,  and  Caria ;  that  he  occasioned  bloody  tumults 
at  Miletus  and  at  Sardis;  and  that  he  encouraged  a  harsh 
zealot,  who  presided  as  hishoj>  over  a  Helles]>ontine  town,  to 
harass  the  Macedonians  until,  in  despairing  fury,  they  hired 
assassins  to  put  him  to  death.  The  fierce  intolerance  of  Nestorius, 
wluch  Socrates  describes  as  "contrary  to  the  custom  of  the 
Church,"  is  to  be  rememl^ered  in  forming  our  estimate  of  his 
cJiaracter.  He  has  been  spoken  of  as  "  blameless/'  as  merely  "  the 
representative  of  an  unpopular  doctrine;"  but  what  he  did  iu 
the  freshness  uf  his  episcopal  powers  may  tend  to  qualify  this 
favourable  opinion. 

We  must  now  come  to  tlie  actual  commencement  of  the  great 
controversy  which  made  his  name  a  byword  in  the  Church,  but 
which  for  ages  procured  him  the  honours  of  a  saint  and  doctor 
in  the  far-spresd  communion  which  actually  "conquered"  thft 
Persian  Church,  extended  itself  to  Malabar  and  Ceylon, "  diffused  " 
his  doctrinal  influence,  as  Gibbon  says,  "  under  the  reign  of  tlio 
Caliphs"  firom  Cypinis  to  China,  and  in  the  eleventh  century 
confronted  Eastern  orthodoxy  by  a  vast  patriarchate  centred  at 
Bagdad.  We  are  approaching  a  great  phenomenon  in  the  world's 
religious  history  :  in  order  to  understand  it,  we  must  remember 
the  activity  with  which  si>cculative  minds  liad  long  been  at  work 
on  the  problem,  What  was  the  relation  between  the  Grodhead  and 
the  Man  Christ  Jesus  ?  Not  to  speak  of  the  distinction  drawn  by 
Gnostics  between  the  man  Jesus  and  the  heavenly  Iwing  called 
Christ — not  to  dwell  on  the  Theodotian  or  Artemonite  heresy, 
which  reduced  the  Saviour  to  a  mere  man,  supernatuially  bom,  as 
some  of  the  Ebionites  had  also  admitted,  but  "divine"  only  in 
the  sense  of  being  pre-eminently  holy — we  find  Paul  of  Samosata 
in  the  middle  of  the  third  century  maintaining  that  Jesus  was  not 
truly  God,  and  that  the  Word  was  not,  as  we  express  it,  a  Divine 
Person,  but  that  by  the  Word  was  meant  only  a  transcendent 
power,  or  divine  quality  of  wisdom,  which  dwelt  with  unique 
fillneas  in  the  Virgin -born  Jesus,  and  enabled  Him  to  attain  a 
degree  of  moral  excellence  which  procured  for  Him  the  title  of 
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Son  of  God.  Now  here  the  Word  is  considered  in  Sabellian 
faahion  as  impersonal — as  a  Divine  energy  residing  in  the  Father 
and  issuing  forth  from  Him  to  accomplish  certain  residts.  It  is 
necessary  to  observe  this,  for  a  reason  which  will  appear 
presently.  The  Photinians  in  the  next  century  regarded  Christ 
as,  in  the  essential  root  of  his  being,  a  man,  who  had  in  no  way 
pre-existed  before  his  birth,  hut  who  was  the  subject  of  a  special 
influence  of  the  impersonal  Word,  actively  energizing  upon  him 
for  his  complete  illnmination  and  sanctification.  This  theory,  of 
course,  was  but  a  form  of  Samosatenism  or  Paulianisra  ;  and  it  is 
remarkable  that  Athanasius  repeatedly  alludes  to  the  "  Samosa- 
tene "  point  of  view  as  by  no  means  obsolete,  as  effective  for 
present  mischief.  In  his  third  Oration  against  the  Arians  we  find 
what  amounts  to  a  luminous  refutation  l>eforehand  of  the  theory 
which  became  so  prominent  through  Nestorius,  as  if  there  were 
already  indications  of  a  line  of  thought  of  which  it  was  the 
product.  Athanasius  speaks  of  Mary  as  "Theotocos,"  in  that 
Christ  her  Son  was  truly  Grod :  he  says  that  Scripture  contains  "  a 
double  account  of  the  Saviour,"  as  Grod  from  eternity,  yet  made 
Man  in  time ;  and  he  distinctly  guards  his  readers  against  tliink- 
ing  that  the  Incarnation  was  no  more  than  a  sojourning  of  the 
Word  in  a  man,  as  of  old  He  used  to  come  into  each  of  the 
prophets.  In  later  works  of  his,  the  great  Confessor  points  at 
some  who,  fancying  themselves,  as  he  says,  good  Christians,  re- 
duced the  Incarnation  in  this  way  to  a  mere  visitation,  and  denied 
the  Crucified  to  be  the  Very  Son  of  the  Father,  making  the  Word 
or  Son  to  be  one,  and  the  Christ  to  be  another,  and  thus  annulling 
the  true  force  of  the  name  Emmanuel  and  of  the  confession  of  St. 
Thomas.  This  warning  is  the  more  impressive,  because  Athanasius, 
when  he  gave  it,  was  contending  against  a  different  kind  of  error, 
which  denied  the  true  Humanity  of  Jesus  by  describing  His  body 
as  "co-essential"  with  the  Godhead.  It  was  characteristic  of 
Atlianasius  to  be  comprehensive  in  his  survey  of  truth,  and  to 
put  his  finger  on  opposite  misconceptions,  each  arising  from  one- 
sidedness,  from  the  exclusive  contemplation  of  half  a  truth. 
And  we  find  that  later  Fathers,  Iwtween  his  time  and  the  period 
which  we  are  considering,  insisted  very  earnestly  on  the  essentially 
personal  character  of  the  union  between  the  Word  or  Son  of  God 
and  the  Man  Jesus ;  proclaiming,  as  St.  Chrygostom  did,  that  in 
the  Nativity  of  Jesus  "  the  Ever-existing  One  could  be  said  to 
be  bom,  the  Impalpable  to  be  wrapt  up  by  human  hands,"  etc. ;  or 
VOL.  n.  a 
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as  Amphilochius,  that  "  the  Framer  of  the  universe,  who  had 
co-existed  with  the  P^ather  and  the  Holy  Spirit,  had  heeii  horn  of 
the  Virgin ; "  or  as  Gregory  Nazianzen,  that  "  iu  the  Incarnate 
there  were  two  things,  the  invisible  and  the  \iaihle.  liUt  He  in 
whom  they  were  united  was  one ; "  that  "  He  remained  what  He 
was,  and  took  to  Himself  what  He  was  not ; "  that  "  f  Jod  and  Man, 
in  the  Christ,  were  two  natures  but  not  two  sovils." 

This  was  no  mere  devout  rhapsody,  no  poetic  adumbration  of 
II  thought,  no  vivid  antithesLs  intended  to  stimulate  a  pa-ssionate 
devotion  ;  it  was  the  literal  expression  of  the  idea  which  lay  deep 
in  the  writers'  minda,  that  the  selfsame  Person,  or  Egu,  who  had 
dwelt  in  the  bosom  of  the  Father  as  Son  or  Word,  find  as  (rod  from, 
iu,  and  with  the  Father,  did  in  the  Incarnation  attach  manhood  to 
His  Godhead — did,  without  compr^jmisinrr  jfis  divine  life,  enter 
into  the  conditions  of  human  life,  and  surround  Himself,  so  to 
speak,  with  a  new  sphere  of  being  and  action  :  so  that  the  work 
of  redemption  had  been  wrought,  not  by  a  holy  human  individual 
in  close  alliance  with  the  Eternal  Son  and  thoroiir^bly  peuetrated 
by  the  Spirit,  but  by  the  very  Eternal  Sou  Himself,  clothed  in 
humanity,  but  retaining  His  personality  inviolate,  and  thei-ewith 
the  attributes  or  perfections  which  in  truth  "  are  Himself," 
although  for  the  most  part  making  them  ineffective,  oi:  suspending 
their  activity,  witliin  Ibe  limits  involved  in  the  assumption  of  "the 
form  of  a  servant."  Thus,  according  to  this  grand  belief,  had  the 
one  Christ  brought  God  and  man  together  by  virtue  of  His  pre- 
existing tlivinity  and  of  the  humanity  which  for  our  sakes  He  put 
on.  It  waa  felt  by  the  teachers  in  question  that  the  New  Testa- 
ment does  not  allow  us  to  regard  its  central  Figure  as  other  than 
single  in  personality.  It  Ls  one  and  the  same  identical  //i-,  who 
appears  as  Son  of  God  and  Son  of  Man.  We  cannot,  as  it  were, 
break  Him  up  into  a  divine  self  and  a  hmnan  self;  we  cannot 
say,  *'  Here  speaks  One  who  hnd  dwelt  with  the  Father  from  the 
beginning,"  and  again,  *'  Here  speaks  another  One  who  is  as  simply 
a  man  as  ourselves."  The  Son  of  Man  u  Himself  the  Son  of  God ; 
and  those  who  had  pondered  His  language  about  Himself,  the 
vastneas  of  His  "  self-assertion"  as  to  His  authority  ovei*  men  and 
ability  to  give  life,  to  atone,  to  save,  would  by  degrees  come  to  see 
in  the  more  express  affirmations  of  His  divine  estate  the  adequate 
interpretation  of  His  human  words  and  of  His  hiunaa  ministry. 
In  Hooker's  pregnant  language,  "  No  person  was  bom  of  the  Virgin 
but  the  Son  of  God,  ...  the  Sou  of  (jrod  and  no  other  person 
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cnicified ; "  and  it  is  precisely  "  the  injiniie,  worth  of  the  Son  of  God  " 
which  gives  full  si^ficance  to  that  which  Clirist  either  did  or 
suflemd  as  man  "for  our  life  and  salvation."  "The  real  wonder 
and  power  of  our  Lord's  earthly  life,"  says  Dr.  Dale,  "  remain  iin- 
knoAvii  until  His  divinity  liecoines  as  real  to  us  as  His  humanity ; " 
or,  to  ai)eak  in  terms  of  theology,  until  we  acknowledge  His  per- 
sonality to  be  both  single  and  divine.  And  the  doopest  Chriatian 
experience  has  found  in  this  idea  a  supreme  illustration  of  the 
Divine  love.  For  instance,  it  is  because  the  author  of  the  "  Dies 
Ine  "  addresses  our  Lord  as  "  Ilex  tremendin  raajestatis  '*  that  we 
find  such  pathos  in  hia  "  Kecordaro,  Jesu  pie,"  and  in  tliose  words 
which  Johnson  could  never  repeat  without  tears — 

"  Quiereiu  mo  scdisti  lauus.** 

And  we  may  recall  the  wonderful  conclusion  of  Browning's 
"  Epistle  of  Karsliish  the  Arab  Physician,"  who  is  haunted  by  the 
declaration  of  Lazarus  that  the  person  who  had  raised  him  up  from 
the  dead  was — 

**.  .  .  Grxl  forgive  mo  !  who  bnt  God  Himself. 
Orefttor  and  Snstamer  of  the  world, 
TliAt  oAine  aod  dwelt  Id  flosh  on  it  awhile  I 
'Sayoth  that  such  an  one  waa  bom  and  lived. 
Taught,  healed  the  aiok,  broke  bread  at  hia  own  hooae  .  .  .** 

then,  after  trying  to  put  away  the  thought,  is  forced  back 
upon  it — 

■'  The  very  God !    Tiiink,  Abib :  deist  thou  think  ? 
80  the  AJI-great  were  the  All-lnring  too  : 
tr-o  through  the  thuodor  comes  a  hnman  voiec, 
Sajing,  *  0  heart  I  made,  a  heart  beats  hero  f  * " 

But  of  course  there  was  of  old,  as  there  is  now,  an  intellectual 
trial  in  so  stupendous  a  mystery  ;  and  thus  the  disposition  to 
abate  its  pressure,  to  glide  from  under  the  overwhelming  conception 
of  a  personal  oneness  between  the  Word  and  the  Clirist  into  the 
easier  notion  of  an  association  or  "  conjunction/'  would  become  an 
irresistible  impulse  in  minds  of  a  "  rationalising  "  turn.  Nor  was 
this  all :  ApoUinarianism,  which  by  substituting  the  Word  for  the 
element  of  human  thought  and  feeling  in  the  Saviour,  and,  in  its 
more  pronounced  form,  by  representing  His  very  body  as  not 
human  but  celestial  or  ethereal,  had  undermined  the  doctrine  of 
the  Incarnation  on  the  whole  of  its  human  side,  and  had  long  been 
a  dreaded  and  detested  error.    It  had  addressed  itself  to  devout 
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Christians  eager  for  tbe  overthrow  of  Arianism,  and  to  students 
familiar  with  the  psychological  speculationa  of  the  time;  it 
appealed,  perhaps,  most  ui-gently,  to  those  whose  Diain  anxiety  was 
to  exclude  peccability  from  the  Saviour ;  it  could  be  many- voiced, 
versatile,  attractive ;  it  was  bent  on  a  career  and  on  success.  And 
great  had  been  the  polemic  zeal  which  it  bad  called  forth  and 
encountered.  It  had  shown  itself  capable  of  creating  and  inspiriiig 
a  popular  literature  ;  synod  after  synod  at  Rome  had  condemned 
it ;  Athanasiua  had  devoted  some  part  of  his  time,  in  his  lost 
years,  to  the  task  of  its  refutation;  Ambrose  had  insisted  that  it 
impaired  the  work  of  redemption ;  Basil  and  the  Gregories  of 
Nyssa  and  Nazianzus  had  argued  and  declaimed  against  it,  and 
the  latter  especially  bad  said  that  to  tolerate  it  was  to  condemn 
the  Church's  teaching  ;  and  the  Council  of  Constantinople  in  381 
had  j^iven,  perhaps,  an  informal  sanction  to  a  revised  version  of 
the  Creed  which  contained  some  words  intended  to  bar  it  out: 
there  had,  in  short,  been  a  general  alarm  at  the  prospect  of  its 
diffusion  and  apparently  indefinite  progress. 

Under  these  circumstances  we  can  understand  how  the  mind 
of  Theodore  of  Mopsuestia,  disposed  to  minimise  the  exactions  of 
Christian  mystery,  and  keenly  averse,  on  rational  and  theological 
grounds^  to  the  ApoUinarian  way  of  thinking,  adopted  the  views 
of  Diodore,  bishop  of  Tarsus,  who  had  once,  with  Flavian,  upheld 
the  cause  of  the  Nicene  faith  at  Antioch,  but  who  afterwards,  in 
controversy  with  Apollinnrians,  came  to  think  of  the  central 
doctrine  of  Christianity  as  if  it  admitted  a  personal  distinction 
between  the  Son  of  God  by  nature  and  the  man  who  became  Son 
of  God  by  grace.  Theodore  took  up  the  idea  and  developed  it. 
Not  only  did  he,  in  his  exegetical  wTitings,  minimise  the  prophetic 
and  Messianic  element  in  the  Old  Testament;  not  only  did  he 
(as  we  have  seen)  deny  inherited  sinfulness,  and  write  vehemently 
against  Jerome  for  ofTirmiug  it ;  but,  to  come  to  the  point,  he 
separated  the  human  Christ,  whom  he  called  Master  {DespoUs), 
from  the  Divine  Word  or  Sou  who  was  really  Loixl  and  God,  and 
who  had  taken  him  up  into  a  subordinate  companionship,  used 
him  as  an  instrument  and  representative,  and  assisted  him  by 
co-operation  in  the  human  functions  which  bo  had  to  discharge. 
Theodore  did  indeed  occasionally  speak  of  this  relation  as  a 
"  I>ersonal  union : "  he  once  says,  "  The  unity  of  the  prompon  ought 
to  be  inseparably  maintained ; "  but  he  explained  himself  for 
attentive  readers  by  other  language  admitting  of  no  mistake.    Tlie 
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higher  One  "dwelt "  iii  the  lower  one,  as  in  a  temple  ;  the  lower 
one  was  adopted  into  a  "sonship*'  towards  God  wliich  was  the 
same  in  kind  as,  but  more  excellent  in  degree  than,  that  to  which 
all  other  human  i*'sona  of  Gud  "  by  adoption  had  attained;  the 
true  or  Divine  Son  of  God  admitted  the  man  Jesus  into  a  share  in 
His  titles  and  honours ;  and  as  if  to  clear  up  his  own  position  by 
a  single,  all-decisive  illustration,  the  so-called  "  union  "  was  com- 
pared to  that  which  makes  two  spouses  "  one  "  by  marriage.  If 
we  ask,  "  Had  Theodore  no  serious  motive  except  mere  opposition 
to  Apollinarianism  ?"  the  answer  is  that  he  was  anxious  about  the 
reality  of  Christ's  manhood  and  about  the  moral  value  of  His 
human  example.  Considered  in  this  light,  there  is  something 
pathetic  in  Theodore's  attitude  on  this  supreme  point  of  Christology. 
He  really  desired  to  reverence  his  Master,  and  tried  hard  to  stretch 
the  idea  of  an  adopted  Son  to  the  full  extent  required  by  Christian 
piety.  He  dwelt  on  the  pre-eminence  of  Christ  above  all  other 
adopted  sons.  It  was  not  enough,  he  urged,  to  say  that  the  Divine 
Son,  being  GJod,  dwelt  iu  lum  by  energy^  as  operating  through  him 
tin  mankind ;  something  more  peculiar,  something  more  distinctive, 
was  wanted :  the  indwelling  must  be  such  as  to  imply,  on  God's 
part,  an  entire  complacency  and  approval.  If  other  adopted 
children  of  God  were  more  or  less  well  pleasing  to  their  Father, 
Jesus  was  absolutely  well  pleasing :  he  had  not  an  ordinary,  but 
an  "  extraordinary  "  impulse  towards  all  that  was  excellent — a 
"  purpose  "  or  resolution  so  pure  and  so  unswer\'ing,  that  ultimately 
he  became  incapable  of  any  divergence  from  good.  Ultimaidy — 
for  he  had  some  difficulty  (one  touches  here  the  tenderest  point  of 
all)  in  subduing  "  the  passions  of  the  body/*  still  more  diffictdty 
in  mastering  those  of  the  soul;  but  he  reduced  both  classes  to 
subjection  more  easily  than  other  men,  than  the  best  of  other  men. 
Moreover,  as  he  had  been  virginally  bora,  so  he  was  permanently 
connected  with  the  true  Son  and  admitted  to  a  shore  in  His 
honours.  We  may  take  the  senses  of  '*  union  "  recognised  by 
Theodore  from  the  enumeration  made  in  the  Fifth  General  Council 
of  653 :  a  "  union  "  by  grace  (or  adoption),  by  operation  (of  the 
Word  upon  and  through  the  msm),  by  equalisation  of  honours,  by 
communication  of  authority,  by  a  relation  "  accidental "  or  acquired 
(as  opposed  to  intrinsic),  by  power,  or  by  "complacency"  as  though 
God  the  Word  were  well  pleased  with  (or  entirely  approved)  "  the 
inEtn."  One  seems  to  hear  Theodore  wistfully  asking,  "  Will  not 
this  be  a  union  close  enough  ?    Will  it  not  provide  you  with  a 
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Christ  whom  you  can  not  only  imitate,  but  love,  cling  to,  ade(|uately 
revere  ? "  Yet  the  Church,  whou  her  attention  was  called  to  his 
theory,  oould  not  but  feel  that  the  Christ  of  Theodore  waa  nothing 
more  than  an  Arch-aaint,  and  therefore  could  not  really  bring  God 
and  man  together.  Man  needed  a  Saviour  who  should  be  Himself 
as  truly  divine  as  human  ;  nor  was  it  necessary  for  the  efficacy  of 
His  example  that  up  to  the  lost  moment  of  a  probationary  humjin 
life  He  should  have  been  capable  of  rebellion  against  His  Father, 
If  we  aay  that  an  Exemplar  must  be  internally  sympathetic  with 
this  or  that  form  of  evil,  in  order  to  show  us  how  to  resist  it,  then 
he  ought  to  share  in  ail  hmnau  proclivities  to  evil,  the  vilest  not 
excepted ;  if  in  fact  be  avoids  all  sin,  then,  so  far,  he  removes 
liimself  from  our  experience.  And  as  it  is,  the  Clirist  of  the 
Gospels  appears  there  in  i)ointed  contrast  with  Scripture  saints  in 
general,  inasmuch  as  He  never,  directly  or  indirecCly,  expresses  or 
indicates  any  consciousness  of  sin.  Nor,  if  we  think  of  beneficial 
eflect,  should  we  gain  anything  like  so  much  from  a  holier  John 
or  Paul  as  we  do  gain  fiom  a  Christ  whose  manhood  was  clear  ol' 
all  perversity.  A  peccable  Christ,  iu  short,  could  not  have  been 
a  life-giving  Christ ;  a  Christ  who  had  simply  held  up  a  pure 
example  could  not  have  been  for  man  a  principle  of  spiritual 
recovery;  nor  could  a  Christ  of  merely  human  personality  have 
supplied  to  his  disciples  such  a  moral  motive  power  as  they  derive 
from  an  actual  "  Incarnation  of  the  Word."  It  is  worth  while  to 
dwell  at  some  length  on  Theodore's  position,  because  to  understand 
it  is  to  understand  Nestorianiam.  We  may,  indeed,  wonder  that  in 
his  liletime  he  escaped  censure ;  but  so  he  did,  and  not  only  died 
in  Catholic  communion,  but  secured  for  himself,  among  many  in 
after  ages,  the  credit  of  being,  -par  cjxcllencc,  "  the  Kxpositor,"  to 
whom  "  ten  thousand  "  volumes  were  popularly  ascribed. 

He  probably  died  before  the  end  of  428,  just  about  the  tiuie 
when  the  great  controversy  of  which  he  had  been  the  most  eminent 
precursor  broke  out  in  earnest  at  Constantinople.  Anastasius,  a 
priest  whom  Nestorius  had  brought  from  Antioch,  and  whom  he 
greatly  esteemed  and  habitually  consulted,  was  preaching  in  the 
great  church,  and  uttered  this  sentence :  "  Let  no  one  call  Mary 
*Theotoco3;'  for  she  was  a  human  being,  and  of  a  human  being 
it  is  impossible  that  God  should  be  bom."  .The  audience,  accus- 
tomed to  testify  their  feelings,  imd  to  clap  their  hands  and  shout 
applause  when  gratifed.  exhibited  at  this  speech  unequivocal  dis- 
pleasure.   The  term   thus  condemned  by  the  new  archbishop's 
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confidential  secretary  had  very  considerable  ecclesiastical  authority 
in  itfi  favour.  It  had  been  used  by  Origen,  Cyril  of  Jerusalem, 
Athanaaius,  Basil,  the  Gregories.  Theophilus  of  Alexandria,  the 
late  bishojj  Atticas.  and  others,  including  the  practically  "  Ariaii- 
izing  "  Eusebius  of  (Ja^sarea ;  used,  in  fact,  as  Julian  tauntingly 
said,  by  "  Galilfeans  "  in  general ;  used,  no  doubt,  with  the  pleasure 
which  the  Greek  Christian  iiiiud  would  find  in  a  pithy  compound 
which  set  forth  the  dignity  of  the  Virgin-Mother,  but  also  princi- 
pally with  a  serious  doctrinal  j>urpose,  in  order  to  secure  the  trutli 
that  Jeuus  Christ,  dm  Vu*gina  Son.  was  God,  that  although  His 
Godhead  was  incapable  of  "  birth,"  yet  He  who  had  from  eternity 
been  God  frtini  (iod,  "  the  Only-begotten  Son  in  the  bosom  of  the 
Father,'*  had.  iu  becoming  Man,  taken  flesh  from  Maiy,  who  was 
thus  the  Mother,  arcnrdinf:  to  His  Manhood,  of  One  who  was 
pei'sonally  und  indefeasibly  God,  but  who  had  entered  into  a 
human  sphere  of  being,  and  could  thei'efore  be  spoken  of  both  as 
God  and  v^a  Man.  so  that  all  His  acts  in  either  of  His  two  sphere 
of  being  could  be  prciUcated  cither  of  '*God"  or  of  "Man,"  a-s 
being  tlie  acts  of  His  (Juc  inilivisible  Self.  Technically,  this  mode 
of  speech,  which  has  its  waiTant  in  the  received  text  of  Acts  xx. 
28  and  in  1  Cor.  ii.  8,  is  called  by  the  awkward  jjkraiie  coinmani- 
catio  idio7JUi(um,  the  "  interchange  of  properties."  which  needs  con- 
tinually to  be  explained  ns  not  meaning  any  inteitihange  between 
the  '*  natures,"  but  merely  that  result  of  the  "  Personal  Union  " 
which  attaches  all  the  characteristics  of  either  nature  to  the 
single  "  Hy|x)sta8is  "  or  Person  of  the  God-Man,  Christ.  At  the 
same  time  it  may  reasonably  be  regretted  that  the  particular  title 
**Theotocos"  became  the  symbol  of  the  Catholic  doctrine.  It 
challenged  objection  ;  it  was  open  to  misconstruction ;  it  needed 
some  theological  insight  to  do  it  justice  j  it  made  perception  of  the 
true  issue  dilUcuIt ;  it  atiniulated  that  "  cultus  "  which  lias  now, 
in  the  Koman  Chiux-h,  attained  proportions  so  portentous ;  and 
although,  indeed,  nothing  can  be  more  arbitrary  than  to  say  that 
the  dignity  assigned  to  St.  Mary  by  the  doctrine  of  a  Divine  Chriat 
implies  that  she  is  Queen  of  heaven,  indispensable  Mediatress,  or 
what  not,  it  wouhl  liave  been  far  better  if  a  phrase  which  directly 
concentrutod  attention  on  her  Son,  and  not  on  herself,  could  havu 
been  made  the  Catholic  symbol  in  the  controvei^y.  And  yet 
further,  '*  Mother  of  God,"  the  popular  English  rendering  of 
"  Theotocos  "  and  accepted  as  such  by  English  didnes,  is  not  alto- 
gether satisfactory  ;  it  does  not  reproduce  the  exact  puqMDrt  and  aim 
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of  the  designation:  "she  Tvhose  Son  is  God,"  i.t,  a  Divine  Person, 
would  be  a  better,  although  a  more  cumbrous  deai^ation:  and 
80  Bishop  Bull  adds  the  words,  "that  is,  of  Him  who  is  God," 
while  the  first  lieformed  Liturgy  uses  the  cxi>auded  phi-ase, 
"  Mother  of  Jeaus  Chiist  our  Lord  and  God." 

The  excitement  caused  by  the  language  of  Anastnsiua  made  it 
iucumbent  on  his  patron  to  speak  ;  and  Nestorius  was  not  slow  to 
accept  the  responsibility  for  his  secretarj''s  theological  statement : 
he  was,  as  Socrat^is  says,  in  haate  to  give  it  his  sanction,  and  he 
delivered  a  course  of  sermons  on  the  subject,  the  first  of  which  was 
probably  delivered  ou  Christmas-day.  It  may  horu  be  observed 
that  Baluze  gives  live  complete  scrmoa^  of  Nestorius  as  preserved 
in  a  Latin  tmnslation  ;  whereas  Gamier,  by  piecini^  some  sermons 
tf^ether  out  of  extracts,  makes  up  thirteen  in  all.  Both  editors 
reckon  as  first  the  one  which  l)egius,  aa  rendered  into  Latin^ 
Doctriiuim  pietatis.  Nestorius  starts  with  dilating,  in  rather  vapid 
rhetoric,  on  Providence,  and  on  the  "  economy  "  or  "dispensation" 
of  the  Lord's  Incarnation  as  its  grandest  exhibition:  and  then 
proceeds  to  attack  the  term  "  Theotocos  "  as  pagan  in  conception ; 
to  cite  the  text,  ''  Without  father,  without  mother;"  to  lay  it  down 
that  "  Mary,  a  creatiure,  did  not  bring  forth  God,  the  TJncreate ; 
that  the  Holy  Spirit  did  not  create  God  the  Word."  "For  the 
sake  of  Him  also  who  employs  the  garment,  I  honour  the  garment, 
adoring  what  is  visible  ou  account  of  what  is  unseen.  God  is  in- 
separable," he  added,  "  from  that  which  is  visible.  I  distinguish 
the  natures,  but  I  conjoin  the  reverence :  observe  what  I  say.  He 
who  was  fashioned  in  the  womb  is  not  by  Himself  God — were  He 
BO,  we  should  be  man-worshippers ! — but  He  who  was  assumed  by 
God  is  called  God  l>ecause  God  is  in  Him.  Let  us  honour  as 
divine  with  the  Dinne  Word  that  fonu  which  received  God,  con- 
feasing  the  twofold,  and  adoring  it  as  one."  By  the  "  form "  as 
well  as  by  the  "  garment,"  and  afterwards  by  the  "  temple,"  he 
meant  Christ  regarded  as  an  individual  man,  and  thus  we  tind  him 
maintaining  that  a  relative  or  derivative  worship  may  be  given  to 
the  "  Man  "  as  taken  into  "  employment "  by  the  Di\-ine  Word ; 
and  this  approximates  to  what  is  in  principle  idolatrous,  a  deifica- 
tion of  what  is  Tiot  divine.  AVliat  Gamier  presents  as  the  second 
sermon  contains  matter  more  appropriate  to  this  stage  of  the  con* 
troversy  than  Baluze'a  No.  II.  Nestorius,  with  a  self-complacency 
which  must  have  given  some  offence,  remarks  that  his  predecessors 
had  not  bad  leisure  for  the  adequate  instruction  of  their  dock ;  and 
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another  of  his  sayings  describes  Jesus  as  a  man  who  could  l)u  called 
Son  of  God,  by  reason  of  his  "conjunction  "  with  the  Son  of  God, 
and  couUl  he  "adored  along  with"  the  Divine  Son  accordingly. 
Here  the  term  synaplieia  is  to  be  noted  sis  characteristic :  it  may 
]>e  rendered  variously  in  English  as  conjunction,  connexion,  com- 
bination ;  its  sense  was  always  that  of  an  association  between  two 
persons,  and  thus  it  was  opposed  to  kenosis  or  union,  which  itself, 
however,  was  found  to  need  explanatory  safeguards. 

It  was  now,  perhaps,  that  Neatorius  was  ojjenly  resisted,  in 
circumstances  which  might  seem  to  juatity  an  extraordinary  method 
of  resistance,  by  one  whom  Cyril  of  Alexandria  describes  as  a  man 
of  gi-eat  merit,  at  that  time  only  a  layman,  but  one  who  had  acquired 
a  considerable  stock  of  learning.  Tlxis  was  Eusebius,  afterwards 
bishop  of  Doryheum,  and  distinguished  for  his  vehement  opposition 
not  only  to  the  Nestorian  heresy,  but  to  another  which  arose  in 
reaction  from  it  and  which  was  represented  by  a  friend  of  his  own. 
He  was  ntjw  a  barrister  of  Constantinople ;  but  hu  st<iod  up  in  fuU 
church,  while  Nestorius  was  preaching  one  of  his  earlier  sermons, 
and  in  a  loud  clear  voice  proclaimed  that  the  very  same  Lord  who  had 
existed  l>efore  the  ages  had  undergone  a  second  birth  in  the  flesh : 
ui)on  which,  says  C3rril,  the  greater  part  of  the  audience  applauded 
him,  but  others  were  "  wildly  enraged  against  him,"  and  Nest^jrius 
"  thimdered  forth  an  approljntion  of  their  zeal."  and  a  denunciation 
nf  the  "  wretched  man's  "  shocking  language  as  in  fact  involving 
two  nativities  and  thereby  "two  Sons."  Eusebius  is  supposed  to 
have  J)een  the  author,  either  then  or  at  a  later  time,  of  a  protest 
or  declaration  which  all  who  read  it  were  adjured  by  the  most 
sacred  of  names  to  make  kno^n  to  the  bishops,  priests,  deacons, 
readers,  and  laity  in  Constantinople,  with  a  view  to  the  con- 
viction of  Nestorius  as  a  heretic  and  as  in  fact  of  the  same  mind 
^^ith  Paul  of  Samosata  :  *'  for  Paul  of  Samosata  says, '  Mary  did  not 
bring  forth  the  Wonl ; '  and  Neatorius  says,  '  My  friend,  Mary  did 
not  bring  forth  the  Godhead.' "  But  it  is  obvious,  first,  that  some 
of  the  sayings  ascribed  to  Nestorius  in  this  paper  might  very  fairly 
be  explained,  if  they  stood  alone,  as  denying  merely  that  the  Divine 
Son  had  a  human  parent  as  to  His  Godhead ;  and  secondly,  that  the 
writer  ignores  a  momentous  diflerence  between  Paul  and  Nestorius, 
in  that  Paul  denied,  while  Nestorius  acknowledged,  the  Word's 
eternal  personality.  Thus  Marius  Mercator  justly  and  candidly 
owns  that  Nestorius  did  iu)t  agree  with  Paul  as  to  the  Word,  for 
Paul  defined  the  Word  to  be  "  not  substantive  "  (or  "  personal ")  but 
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•'  prolatitious,"  i.e.  to  have  been  put  forth  by  tiod  ns  n  power  is 
brought  into  exercise.  But  he  is  not  so  conect  when  he  intimates 
that  Nestorius  did  not  explicitly  identify  this  eternal  personal  Word 
with  the  Son,  Imt  reserved  the  title  Son  for  the  Christ  with  wht.»m 
the  Word  became  associated.  For  although  Nestorius  apparently 
prefeiretl  to  8]>eak  of  the  Eternal  W(trd  as  "  Woni,"  he  did 
identify  Ilim  with  the  Son,  not  only  implicitly — whenever  he 
spoke  of  Him  as  "  the  Woi-d  of  the  Father" — but,  on  occasion, 
explicitly  also, 

Socrates  is  remarkably  distinct,  and,  so  to  say,  judicial,  in  his 
treatment  of  the  Hubject,  "  Most  people  thought  that  Nestorius 
called  our  Lord  a  mere  man"  (the  well-known  phrase  in  which 
Eusebius  the  liLstotian  hail  described  the  error  of  the  Ebiouites 
and  of  Theodotus),  "  and  that  he  was  bringing  into  the  Church 
the  doctrine  of  Paul  of  Samoaata  and  of  Photinus.  .  .  .  Xow. 
1  have  read  Kestorius's  writings,  and  I  find  the  man  lo  be 
ignorant.  1  will  speak  just  what  I  think,  for  it  is  not  from  any 
ill-feeling  towanls  him  that  \  have  mentujne*l  the  faults  wliieli  he 
had,  nor  am  1  going,  in  order  to  gratify  anybody,  to  underrate 
the  gooil  (KiinbH  that  I  have  foiuid  in  him.  I  do  not  tltink  that 
Nestorius  followed  Paul  of  Samosata  or  Photinus,  nor  in  any  way 
made  the  Lonl  to  l>e  a  mere  man,  lint  he  was  scared  by  the  mere 
word  (Theotocos)  as  if  it  were  a  bugbear.  This  came  of  his  extreme 
want  of  learning :  for  while  his  natural  fluency  made  him  appear 
well-educated,  he  was.  in  fact,  ill-trained,  and  did  not  think  ii 
worth  his  while  to  study  the  works  of  ancient  exi)ositors ;  for, 
being  conceited  about  his  elocpience.  he  never  paid  any  careful 
attention  to  the  ancient  writers,  but  deemed  himself  superior  to 
them  alL"  Socrates  proceeds  to  quote  1  Jolin  iv.  3  as  being  given 
by  *'  the  old  copies  "  in  the  form,  *'  Every  spirit  that  divideth  "  (or 
**  dissolveth  ")  "  Jesus  is  not  from  God/'  and  he  interprets  **  dividing 
Jesus"  as  separating  the  God  &om  the  man:  on  which  Bishop 
Westcott  remarks  that  Socnites  may  have  taken  tlie  statement  at 
second-hand,  and,  although  the  variant  lias  Old  Latin  authority, 
it  was  api»arently  only  a- very  early  gloss,  and  would  nut  even  be 
a  natural  jihrase  for  the  se])aration  of  Clirist's  own  person  into  two. 
Socrates  adds,  **  The  Manhood  has  been  combined  with  the  Go*!- 
head ;  and  so  they  are  no  longer  two  things,  but  one  :  it  was  from 
their  conviction  of  this  that  the  ancients  did  not  scruple  to  call  M;u'y 
Theotocos :  "  he  cites  Eusobius,  and  refers  to  Origen.  After  a  Jew 
more  words  about  Nestorius  s  want  of  reading,  he  OBserts  that  be 
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Uid  not  teach  Psilanthropism,  and  that  he  everywhere  acknowledged 
the  Word  lo  be  "  personal,  and  to  have  a  substantive  being." 

But  here  Socrates  pauses:  unquestionably  Nestorius  might  speak 
w^ell  on  both  those  points,  yet  be  heterodox  on  the  relation  between 
God  and  Man  in  Christ,  Tlie  question  was,  Granted  that  Christ 
was,  in  some  uxcei)tioniilly  intimate  way,  connected  with  God,  b(» 
as  to  differ  widely  from  other  men,  was  He,  or  was  He  not,  actually 
one  with  the  personal  Wonl  \  And,  wliile  we  admit  that  Nestorius, 
in  a  good  deal  of  his  language,  might  he  interpreted  as  simply 
desiring  to  exclude  a  quasi-ApoUinarian  "  fusion"  of  Godhead  witli 
Manfioodj  and  to  vindicate  the  distinctness  of  tlie  Manhood  and  the 
luiman  life  of  Jesus ;  that  he  repeatedly  seems  to  mistake  the  sense 
m  which  his  opponents  used  the  word  "  Theotocos,"  and  to  imagine 
that  it  meant  '*  the  Mother  of  the  Godhead,"  or  "of  the  Word  as 
toucliing  His  Godhead;"  that  he  disclaims  the  assertion  of  "*  two 
Sons,"  and  professes  to  "  adore  the  man  whom  the  Word  assume<l 
because  of  the  Word  who  assumed  him ;" — granting  this,  the  fact 
seems  to  remain,  that  he  did  practically  reduce  the  Incarnation,  ns 
we  have  already  said,  to  an  association  of  a  Divine  person  with  a 
liuman  person,  an  association  unique  in  its  intimacy,  and  in  the 
dignity  whicli  the  human  i>er8on  received  from  it,  but  an  associa- 
tion atill.  iVud  from  this  it  would  follow  that  the  difference 
between  this  one  human  individual  and  all  others  was  a  difference 
in  degree  and  not  in  kind.  He  was  on  that  showing,  as  Cyiil 
repeatedly  jiointed  out,  but  "  one  of  the  saints  having  Cktd 
«lwelling  in  him :  "  a  chief  of  saints,  indeed,  the  most  favoured  of 
all  God's  crejitures,  the  chosen  shrine  of  the  Divine  presence,  the 
principal  instrument  of  the  Divine  operations,  yet,  in  the  essential 
core  and  basis  of  Ida  being,  "a  man."  Yes,  and  in  that  point  of 
view,  although  Nestorius  would  have  honestly  shrunk  from  the 
conchtBiou,  he  was  a  mere  man.  The  point  may  be  illustrated  by 
the  question  raised  in  the  Arian  controversy :  Was  the  Arian  Son 
of  God,  in  himself,  a  creature  ?  Arians  ^ho  understood  their 
position  could  only  answer  in  the  affirmative ;  and  on  that  show- 
ing, to  give  him  the  love,  trust,  obedience,  worship,  which  Christians 
had  inunemorially  poured  out  at  his  feet,  was  nothing  less  than 
idolatry,  however  that  issue  might  for  a  while  be  veiled  by  the 
lavish  use  of  reverential  titles.  And  similarly  aa  to  the  Nestorian 
CTirist :  putting  aside  for  the  moment  the  distinctive  closeness  of 
his  alleged  relation  to  tlie  Divine  Son,  what  was  he,  in  the  last 
analysis,  intrinsically,  personally  ?   Only  the  most  highly  favoured, 
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thti  most  abimdantly  sanctified,  of  men  ;  and  tiierefore  incapable  oF 
being  treated  as  divine,  of  receiving  the  devotion  which  Cliristians 
had  been  offering  to  their  Redeemer  as  nue  in  being  with  the 
Father  Himself,  Neatorianism  was  really  Trinitarian  in  one 
a3j)ect,  but  in  another  it  was  inevitably,  under  whatever  disguise. 
Humanitarian,  or,  in  modem  phrase,  **  Adoptionist.'*  The  great 
theological  merit  ai  those  who  led  tho  opposition  to  Westorius  lay 
precisely  in  this — that  they  saw  clearly,  if  he  did  not,  thia  relentless 
consequence  ;  they  discerned  what  his  line  of  thought  and  of  teach- 
ing would  lead  to  by  sheer  higical  necessity,  whatever  obstacles 
might  stop  the  progress  of  this  or  that  thinker  towards  the  goal 
AVliat  was  at  issue,  they  felt,  was  not  the  title  Theotocos,  but  the 
belief — to  put  it  into  the  simplest  and  least  technical  form — that 
Jesus  Christ,  the  Son  of  Mary»  the  crucified  and  risen  Saviour,  was 
really  and  in  Himself  one  with  the  Eternal  Son  ;  was,  in  fact,  that 
very  Son  manifest  in  the  flesh  ;  was  therefore,  in  the  full  force  of 
the  term,  their  God. 

Zeal  for  this  highest  of  Christian  doctrines  was  in  some  cases 
united  with  impetuosity.  The  indignation  expressed  by  some  at 
Nestorius's  utterances  was  so  vehement  that  he  was  nearly  pro- 
voked to  suppress  it  by  physical  force,  at  the  lisk  of  tumult  and 
bloodshed.  Some  priests  openly  protested  against  their  bishop's 
teaching;  others  preached  against  it  in  the  church  of  Irene-by- 
the-Sea,  a  little  beyond  St,  Sophia.  Nestorius  suspended  them 
from  officiating,  whereupon  some  of  the  people  exclaimed,  "  We 
have  an  emperor,  but  we  have  no  bisliop !  " 

Two  monks,  Kasil  and  Thalassius,  of  whom  the  former  was 
a  deacon  and  abbot,  the  latter  a  reader,  went  with  others — as 
ihoir  own  narrative,  our  authority  for  these  incidentSj  informed 
the  two  Emperors — to  Nestorius's  palace,  by  liia  own  desire,  in 
order  to  learn  his  real  sentiments.  Thrice  he  put  off  seeing  them. 
At  last,  as  if  reluctantly,  he  said,  '•  Tell  me  what  you  want  to 
know."  "  Did  you  say,"  they  asked,  "  as  it  is  reported  of  you, 
that  what  Mary  brought  forth  was  merely  human  ?  '*  Instantly 
Nestorius  ordered  them  to  be  seized,  dragged  before  his  tribunal, 
strippcxi,  ignominiously  beaten,  kicked,  thrown  into  the  prison 
attached  to  the  cathedral :  then  they  were  committed  to  a  civil 
prison,  brought  before  a  magistrate,  sent  back — for  lack  of  accusers 
— to  the  ecclesiastical  place  of  detention,  and  finally  dismissed  by 
Nestorius,  after  he  had  told  them  that  he  believed  the  true  Son 
of  God  to  have  been  bom  of  St.  Maty  the  Theotocos — an  assurance 
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of  his  belief  which,  as  they  express  it,  waa  proved  by  after  events 
to  be  insincere.  But  their  accoiuit  may  well  be  thought  to  omit 
some  circmnstances. 

This  happened  early  in  429;  and  it  wa.s  either  at  the  Annun- 
ciation feativa!,  or  at  some  earlier  feast  of  the  Vir^n  about  the 
opening  of  the  year,  that  Proclus — who,  as  has  been  already 
said,  waa  residing  at  St.  Sophia  and  officiating  among  its  presby- 
ters, not  being  able  to  obtain  possession  of  the  see  of  Cyzicus  for 
which  he  had  been  consecrated — came  forwanl,  by  Nestorius's 
request,  to  preach  in  the  cathedral.  Hia  exordium  is  one  of  those 
passages  which  make  «s  see  that  an  enthusiastic  appreciation  of 
the  dignity  of  the  Virgin-Mother  was  an  element  in  the  zealous 
opposition  encountered  by  Nestoriua.  But  after  not  a  little  of 
somewhat  gaudy  and  tedioiis  rhetoric,  the  preacher  comes  to  the 
heart  of  the  matter  as  connected  with  the  deepest  interests  of 
Christian  doctrine.  He  puts,  and  in  his  own  way  answers,  the 
perpetual  question,  Cur  Dais  Ewiw  f  Why  did  the  Word  become 
Incarnate  ?  Why  is  it  so  important  to  confess,  "  not  a  man  deified, 
but  a  God  Incarnate" — one  whom  Thomas,  looking  at  the  combina- 
tion of  the  Divine  and  human  natures,  could  hail  as  Lord  and  as 
God  ?  Because  of  the  greatness  of  the  disease,  which  required  so 
mar\'ellous  a  remedy.  After  the  crude  manner  of  many  of  the 
ancients — which  had,  however,  been  protested  against  by  Gregory 
Nazianzen — Proclus  strains  the  Biblical  imagery  of  "  ransom  " 
and  '*  redemption  '*  (which  simply  indicates  a  deliverance  through 
a  great  Divine  intervention)  to  the  extent  of  representing  the 
devil  as  having  acquired  a  positive  sovereignty,  or  right  of  posses- 
sion, over  man  through  the  fall  of  Adam.  Under  these  circum- 
stances mankind  lay  under  an  obligation  which  it  could  not 
satisfy ;  it  could  not  redeem  itself  from  Satan's  power.  Of  two 
things,  therefore,  one  was  inevitable :  man  would  either  have  to 
perish  unredeemed,  or  such  a  ransom  would  have  to  be  given  as 
would  be  sufficient,  in  justice,  to  procure  release.  But  man,  being 
subject  to  the  debt  of  sin,  could  not  save  himself;  an  angel  could 
not  redeem  humanity,  for  he  had  no  such  price  in  his  possession ; 
it  remained,  then,  as  the  only  resource,  that  God  should  die  for 
the  sins  of  all.  No  one  else,  proceeds  Proclus,  exists,  or  ever  did 
or  ever  will  exist,  who  coxild  thus  redeem  us,  save  the  Virgin- 
bom,  l)Oth  God  and  Man,  who  could  jmy  what  is  not  only  a 
sufficient  but  a  superabimdant  ransom  for  the  whole  multitude 
of  the  condemned.     In  His  own  nature  He  is  impassible,  but  His 
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deep  pity  moved  Him  thus  to  save  us ;  had  He  not  done  so,  hail 
the  Word  shrunk  from  entering  into  humanity,  our  flesh  would 
never  have  been,  as  it  now  is,  exalted.  We  must  not  di\dde  Him 
that  suffered  from  the  Word,  for  the  Word  became  flesh :  "  the 
natures  met  together,  and  the  union  remained  without  any  con- 
fusion. He  came  to  save ;  but,  in  order  to  save,  He  must  needs 
suffer.  A  mere  man  could  sufier,  but  not  save  others ;  God,  in 
Himself,  could  save,  but  not  suffer.  What  was  to  bo  done  ? 
Emmanuel,  being  God,  became  Man.  That  which  was  previously 
in  existence,  saved;  that  which  came  into  being,  suffered,"  Then 
Troclua,  as  it  were,  soars  upward  on  those  lofty  '*  paradoxes/'  as 
they  have  l>een  called,  of  the  Incarnation,  which  emphasize  the 
retention  of  the  Diviue  nature,  and  therewith  of  its  attributes, 
even  during  the  process  of  the  sacred  Self-humiliation :  *'  the  Self- 
same was  in  a  Mother's  arms,  and  on  the  wings  of  the  wind  ;  w;i3 
being  adored  by  angels,  while  He  sat  at  meat  \vith  publicans:  the 
Cherubim  durst  not  look  on  Him,  while  Pilate  condemned  Him  ; 
the  servant  smote  Him,  and  creation  shuddered ;  while  naibtd  on 
the  Cross.  He  was  not  absent  from  the  throne  of  glory ;  while 
laid  in  the  tomb,  He  was  spi-eadiug  out  the  heavens  like  a  ciu'tjun  !  " 
It  has  been  objected  that  the  New  Testament  does  not  wan-ant 
this  sort  of  language.  But  if  it  supports  the  Itclief  that  the  Son 
of  God  continued  to  be  Son  of  God  after  becoming  Son  of  Man, 
and  that,  therefore,  the  Person  of  the  suffering  and  dying  Christ 
was  still,  even  in  the  depth  of  His  Passion,  Divine,  and  therefore 
still  energizing  as  Divine — for  to  hr  God  is  to  energize  as  God — 
then,  rhetorical  phrases  apart,  the  serious  import  of  ihe  passage 
is  amply  justified.  "  0  what  a  mystery ! "  proceeds  PrcKlus.  "  I 
see  the  miracles,  and  I  proclaim  the  Godhead.  I  see  the  suOerings, 
and  I  deny  not  tlie  manhood.  Behold  a  clear  demonstration  of 
the  holy  Mary  as  Theotocos.  Let  all  contradiction,  then,  come 
U}  an  end/' 

Such  was  the  famous  sermon  of  Proclus.  It  drew  forth 
vehement  plaudits  according  to  the  fashion  of  the  time ;  hut 
Neatorins,  as  a  practised  speaker,  at  once  began  a  reply,  acknow- 
ledging that  Mary,  as  the  temple  of  the  Lord's  flesh,  was  above  all 
praise,  but  warning  his  hearers  against  the  expression,  "  God  was 
l>om/'  as  open  to  serious  objection,  and  likely  to  be  a  stumbling- 
block  to  pagan  inquirers.  Let  them  not  say  that  the  Godhead 
was  bom  (obviously,  Proclus  had  never  dreamt  of  saying  it),  Imt 
that  God  the  Lord  was  "  joined  "  to  the  Son  of  Mary.     Let  it  not 
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be  said  that  God  could  act  as  High  Priest ;  and  here,  says  Nestoriiis, 
"I  could  say  more,  had  it  not  occurred  to  me  that  I  seem  to 
he  speaking  against  Church  teachers  " — meaning  that  authorities 
could  he  cited  against  him.  He  then  proceeds  to  insist  that  God 
the  Word  is  one,  and  the  human  temple  which  Ko  inhabited  is 
another — meaning,  evidently,  l>y  that  "temple"  not  the  temple 
of  Christ's  body,  but  a  human  individual  Christ.  He  had  been 
amused,  he  said,  at  hearing  that  he  agreed  with  Photinua.  On 
the  contrary,  his  doctrine  overthrew  Phutinus:  he  believed  God 
the  Word  to  have  existed  before  the  ages,  whereas  Photinus  made 
(rod  the  Word  begin  to  exist  from  Mary. 

Other  sermons  were  delivered  by  Nestorius  with  a  like  aim 
and  purpose.  In  that  which  Gamier  represents  as  the  second 
against  Proclus,  but  which  mu.st  have  Ijeen  preached  later,  he 
took  a  moderate  line  about  Theotocos,  admitting  the  phrase  if 
used  in  pious  "  simplicity  "  and  with  no  wish  to  "  deify  "  Mary : 
in  another  he  again  contended  that  God  the  Word  could  not  be 
identified  with  the  "  High  Priest  of  our  profession."  But  a  more 
famous  sermon  of  Nestorius,  which  fiarnier  reckons  as  the  seventh 
of  the  whole  series  (or  fourtli  against  Proclus),  and  Baliize  as  tlie 
second,  l>egan  with  a  bitter  complaiut  of  the  iusults  of  **the 
heretical,"  meaning  that  tliose  who  insisted  on  the  term  Theotocos 
must  be  practically  Apollinarians  (although  in  fact  the  ApoUi- 
narians  themselves,  from  their  own  point  of  view,  rejected  it),  or, 
at  least,  that  they  heretically  confounded  the  DiWne  element  with 
the  human,  and  oljscured  the  pure  Christian  idea  of  the  Deity. 
After  alluding  to  threats  of  throwing  him  into  the  sea,  to  the 
charge  of  neglecting  the  ponr,  to  criticisms  and  cavils  of  all  sorts 
— which  he  regardei.1,  he  says,  as  the  croaking  of  frogs,  or  as  a 
childish  effort  to  annoy  hiiu — he  resumes  the  subject.  What 
PUate  slew  was  not  the  Godhead,  but  it3  garment:  what  was 
wrapt  in  linen  by  Joseph  of  Arimatliea  was  not  God  the  Word, 
but  Jesus,  who  died  and  rose  again :  Thomas  did  not  apply  the 
term,  "  my  CJod,"  to  what  he  handled  ;  "  the  Godhead  of  the  Word, 
O  Apollinaris,  is  not  flesh  and  bones."  St.  Paul  used  the  term 
"  Christ "  sometimes  for  the  man  who  \a  the  li\'ing  temple  of  tJod, 
sometimes  for  t!ie  God  who  <iwelt  in  him  (obsen'e  here  how  he 
uses  the  image  of  a  temple) ;  and  we  must  distinguish  between 
them.  Scripture  never  ascribes  the  world-redeeming  death  to 
"God,"  but  to  the  "Son,"  to  "Christ."  to  the  "Lord;"  nor  do 
we,  in  the  Eucharist,  "  set  forth  the  death  "  of  God  the  Word.    We 
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matj  call  Mary  Theotocos,  but  there  is  only  one  true  Theotocos, 
or  Parent  of  God,  and  that  is  the  Father  of  the  Divine  Son.  Christ 
hnnself,  says  Nestorius,  is  on  manifold  grounds  to  be  honoured  and 
venerated,  and  even  "  adored  "  together  with  the  Godhead  as  co- 
operating with  the  divine  authority — here  again  emerges  that 
c^Drnipt  notion  of  secondary'  worsliip  which  had  been  so  fatal  a 
flaw  in  Arianism.  and  which  did  indeed  involve  a  heathenish 
dilution  of  the  idea  of  Deity. 

Several  of  the  discourses  of  Nestorius  were  disseminated  far 
and  wide,  and  reached  the  haiuls  of  Egyptian  monks  and  of  the 
archbishop  of  Alexandria.  Cyril  had  already,  before  the  Epiphany, 
written  his  "  Paschal  "  letter  for  429,  the  seventeenth  of  his  series. 
He  had  by  that  time  hoard  something  of  the  controversy,  and  he 
entered  into  a  discussion  of  the  doctrine  of  the  Incarnation,  in 
which  he,  like  mauy  earlier  >rriterfl,  from  Tertullian  downwards, 
expressed  the  union  of  the  Divinity  with  the  Humanity  by  tlie 
term  "  commingled/'  whicli  afturwiirds  he  laid  iiaide  as  imiccurate  ; 
indeed,  even  here  he  qualifies  it  by  "  somehow/'  and  distinctly 
admits  that,  in  the  Incarualion,  God  the  Word  allowed  the  Man- 
hood— "our  tiature/'  he  definitely  adds — to  proceed  by  its  own 
laws,  while  yet  He  preserved  the  integrity  of  the  Godhead.  Cyril 
exphdns  the  plirase  Theotocos — which  he  also  amplifies  into  words 
meaning  literally  "  Mother  of  God  " — as  indicating  the  birth  of  the 
Divine  Person  in  His  Manhood.  But  when  the  sermons  of 
Nestorius  began  to  produce  discussion  among  unsettled  minds  in 
Egypt,  Cyril,  being  anxious  lest  the  new  opinions  should  "  root 
themselves  in  the  minds  of  the  simpler  monks/'  wrote  after 
Easter  an  "  encyclical  letter"  to  all  the  Monks  of  Egypt  He  t<^»ld 
^em  that  he  had  become  aware  of  the  discussion  recently  started 
among  them  by  some  persons  who  aimed  at  unsettling  their  aim])le 
faith,  and  who  had  led  them  to  ask  whether  the  title  Theotocos 
oould  be  applied  to  the  holy  Virgin  Mary.  It  would  have  been 
better,  he  says,  to  abstain  from  abstruse  Uieologicnl  questionings ; 
but  the  inqmiy  having  been  made,  he  must  help  them  to  answer 
it  correctly,  and  he  does  so  by  expressing  his  astonishment  that  it 
had  ever  been  made  at  all.  "  For  if  our  Lord  Jesus  Christ  is 
God.  how  can  the  holy  Virgin,  who  bore  Him,  be  other  than 
Theotocos  ? "  Among  those  who  had  used  the  title  respecting  her 
was  their  renowned  father  Athanasius ;  and  here  Cyril  adds 
something  like  an  account — an  account  fxdl  of  interest — of  the 
early  life  of  that  great  bishop,  who  was  emphatically  a  theologian 
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to  be  trusted  and  followed,  in  that  he  "  could  not  assert  anything 
that  was  not  in  accordance  with  Holy  Scriptxire."  It  will  be  said, 
he  proceeds,  that  the  Nicene  Council  did  not  use  the  term  now  in 
question :  he  transcribes  the  Creed  as  originally  published,  ignoring 
(us  he  always  did)  the  revised  and  enlarged  form  which  has  been 
called  *'  Constantinopolitan  ; "  then,  after  some  well-chosen  words 
on  the  absurdity  of  the  supposition  of  a  Being  midway  between 
the  Creator  and  His  creatures,  he  seta  forth  the  Divine  Sonship 
and  Go-equality,  and  the  Incarnation  as  involving  the  assumption 
cifidl  manhood,  and  then  comes  to  the  point — that,  as  the  Nicene 
Creed  identifies  "Jesus  Christ"  with  *'the  One  Only-lnigott^n 
Son,  God  from  God/'  and  a.s  the  term  Christ,  as  used  of  Him, 
has  an  unique  force  unlike  the  sense  in  which  many  could  be 
called  "anointed,"  the  Mother  of  Christ  must  be  both  Christotocos 
and  Theotocos :  not,  of  course,  as  if  she  could  be  Mother  of  the 
Eternal  Word  unincamate,  but  as  the  human  parent  who  gave 
birth  to  His  Manhood,  and  so  to  Him  in  His  assumption  of  it. 
The  unity  of  Person  in  the  Incarnate  is  proved,  says  Cyril,  l»y  the 
great  text,  Phil.  iL  7,  the  purport  of  which  could  not  be  satisfied 
by  the  mere  indwelling  of  the  Word  in  a  man ;  and  hj  other  texts, 
which  identify  the  Son  of  Mary  with  "  God's  own  Son,"  with  Him 
who  •'  took  hold  of  the  seed  of  Abraham,"  with  "  the  Lord  of 
Glory,"  and  which  ascrilie  the  work  of  redemption  to  one  agent. 
Himself  truly  God  and  truly  Man.  Cyril  concludes  this  letter 
with  the  liturgical  doxology. 

The  letter  was  speedily  conveyed  (no  doubt  by  Cyril's  own 
arrangement)  to  his  ecclesiastical  agents  at  Constantinople.  "  It 
was  of  great  benefit,"  says  Cyril  himself  with  complacency,  **  to  the 
cause  of  true  belief; "  very  many  of  the  magistrates  of  the  capital 
wrote  to  thank  him  for  it :  but  of  course  it  gave  great  umbrage 
to  Ncstorius,  who  employed  one  Photius,  or  Photinus,  to  write  a 
reply,  which  was  uUiraately  sent  to  a  deacon  who  was  atlminister- 
ing  at  Constantinople  the  affairs  of  the  Alexandrian  Church — 
acting,  in  short,  as  a  kind  of  ecclesiastical  consul  for  Alexandria. 
Withal  there  was  sent  to  him  a  pamphlet  *'  Against  those  who,  on 
account  of  the  combination,  diminish  the  Grodhead,  or  else  deify 
the  Manhood,  of  the  Only-begotten."  The  pamphlet  was,  in  fact, 
•what  Gamier  calls  the  seventh  sennon  of  Nestorius  or  fourth 
against  Pmclus,  of  which  some  account  was  given  above. 

It  would  seem  from  Cyril's  language  that  after  the  arrival  at 
Constantinople  of  his  letter  to  the  Monks,  and  after  it  had  reached 
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Neatorius  himself,  the  latter  began,  at  once,  to  stir  against  one  in 
■whom  he  discerned  a  powerful  adversary — at  first  only  by  such 
literary  eflbrts  as  have  just  been  mentioned,  but  afterwards  by  em- 
ploying certain  iUexandrians,  resident  at  Constantinople,  to  present 
memorial  against  Cyril.  They  had  been  canouically  censured  by 
Cyril  for  various  ofleucies;  one  of  them  for  having  ojipressed  the 
poor  and  the  blind,  another  for  having  drawn  his  sword  against  his 
own  mother,  a  tliird  for  having  stolen  money,  etc.  Tho  names  of 
these  worthies  are  given — Chieremon,  Victor,  Sophronas,  together 
'"  a  ^ith  a  lad  whom  Cyril  tersely  describes  as  "  the  little  son  of  the 
^ooij  V  toeL  meddler  Flavian/'  **  No  wonder,"  he  writes,  "  if  such  persons,  the 
offscouring  of  Alexandria,  speak  evil  of  me,  for  they  have  always 
been  evil  towards  themselves  and  towards  all  men."  Thoy  declared 
that  Cyril  was  not  only  misgoverning  the  Churchy  but  was  usurp- 
ing civil  authority,  and  stirring  up  disturbances  against  the  magis- 
trates—  which  reads  like  a  reminder  of  Cyril's  old  feud  with 
Orestes. 

Cyril  just  at  this  time  received  proof  that  the  opinions  asso- 
ciated with  the  name  of  the  bishop  of  Constantinople  liad  given 
scandal  not  to  himself  only,  but  to  their  brother  of  Eome.  Celes- 
tine  had  received,  like  many  other  prelates,  translations  of  Nes- 
torius's  recent  sermons.  He  was  loth  to  believe  that  they  were 
genuine ;  but,  in  union  with  other  Italian  prelates,  he  wrote  to 
inquire  of  Cyril.  At  Rome,  then,  as  at  Alexandria,  grave  uneasi- 
ness was  felt;  and  the  like  sensation  was  pervading  the  Elasteru 
Churches.  Wliat  was  to  be  done  ?  Cyril's  original  impulse  (so  we 
learn  from  himself)  was  to  warn  Nestorius,  by  a  synodical  letter, 
that  he  could  not  commujiicate  with  one  who  spoke  and  thought 
as  he  had  done.  But  in  the  end  he  wrote,  instead,  his  tirst  letter 
to  Nestorius,  as  to  **  his  most  religious  and  pious  fellow-minister," 
to  this  effect :  "  I  have  learned  that  you  are  very  angry  with  me  ; 
but  the  cause  of  the  present  excitement  must  be  found  in  those 
sermons  of  yours — if  yours  they  are,  for  I  prefer  to  think  them 
wrongly  ascribed  to  you.  Silent  I  could  not  be,  consistently 
with  my  duty  and  with  the  account  I  must  render  at  Christ's 
judgment-seat,  when  such  opinions  are  broached :  Uie  anxiety  is 
shared  with  me  by  Eome  and  by  the  Orient "  (i.e.  the  Antiochene 
patriarchate) ;  "  it  is  for  you  to  allay  it,  and  to  restore  peace,  by 
a  single  word.  Pray  do  so,  and  satisfy  those  wlio  have  been 
offended,  by  acknowledging  the  holy  Virgin  to  be  Theotocos ; 
we  shall  then  bo  all  at  one  again,  and  hold  our  saci*ed  services 
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in  unity.  But  in  auy  case  I  must  inform  your  Piety  that  I  am 
ready  to  suffer  anything — imprisonment  if  need  be — for  the  sake 
of  the  true  faith.  I  will  add  that,  in  tlio  days  of  Atticns,  I  drew 
up  a  treatise  on  the  Holy  Trinity,  in  which  I  spoke  of  the  Incarna- 
tion just  a.H  in  my  recent  letter;  I  never  yet  publiahtsd  it."  This 
letter  was  carried  to  Constantinople  hy  a  priest  of  Alexandria 
named  Lamiwn.  Nestorius  read  it,  and  at  first  was  disposed  not 
to  answer  it ;  but  Lampon  urged  him  to  write  something,  and  had 
a  lung  conversation  with  him,  which  produced  a  brief  letter  from 
Nestorius  to  Cyril,  beginning  with  a  high  compliment  to  Lampon's 
Christian  goodness,  wluch,  he  say^.  had  prevailed  with  him :  he 
did  not  feel  able,  or  free  in  conscience,  Uj  refuse  the  request  of  so 
good  a  man.  But  his  note  declines  to  enter  into  the  question  of 
doctrine.  "  Although  your  Piety's  letter  contains  much  that  is 
not  consonant  to  brotherly  love,  yet  I  write  to  you  forl>earingly 
and  alfectionately  ;  Ijut  whether  Lampon's  urgency  Arill  have  done 
us  any  good,  experience  will  show.'*  Nothing  could  be  less  pro- 
mising ;  and  the  next  tidings  which  Cyril  received  from  Constanti- 
nople were  destructive  of  all  lioj>e. 

"  There  was,"  says  Cyril,  "  a  certain  bishop  at  Constantinople 
named  DoroUieus^  who  agreed  with  Nestorius,  and  was  accustomed 
to  flatter  him  from  sonlid  motives :  a  man,  as  it  is  written,  of  head- 
long speech  "  (alludLug  to  Prov.  xiii.  3  in  the  Septuagint)*  "  He, 
while  the  moat  religiotis  Nestorius  was  sitting  on  his  throne  in  the 
church  of  Constautinople,  during  divine  service,  rose  up  and  liad 
the  boldness  to  say  with  a  loud  voice,  '  If  any  one  says  that  Mary 
18  Theotocos,  let  him  be  anathema.'  A  great  outcry  arose  from 
all  the  people,  and  they  rushed  out  of  the  church,  for  they  would 
no  longer  hold  communion  with  men  who  could  think  thus ; " 
"  but "  as  he  adds  in  another  letter,  "  Nestorius  not  only  forbore  to 
remonstrate  with  Dorotheus,  but  at  once  proceeded  to  administer 
the  Holy  Communion  to  him — thereby,  as  every  one  would  under- 
stand, accepting  the  responsibility  for  a  speech  which  far  exceeded 
that  speech  of  Anastasius  which  had  kindled  the  first  flame."  For 
Dorotheus,  as  Cyril  expresses  it,  had  anathematized  a  number  of 
great  Church  teachers  of  other  times,  as  well  as  of  living  bishops, 
clergy,  and  lay  Churchmen,  who  employed  this  title  in  the  interests 
of  Christian  truth. 

The  effect  on  the  Church-people  of  Constantinople  was  such  as 
to  constitute  an  epoch  in  the  controversy.  Already,  as  we  liave 
seen,  some  priests  of  the  city  had  declared  openly  against  their 
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bishop's  doctrine.     But  now  many  of  the  faithful  people  also  re- 
nounced his  communion.     The  superiors  of  various  monnsteiies, 
with    the  communities,  led   the  way  in   tliis   secession  ;   several 
memhurs   of  the  senate  imitated  the  seceding   priests  and  monks, 
and  kept  aloof  from  the  churches.     One  priest,  named  Philip,  sup- 
posed to  be  that  Philip  of  Side  who  had  been  a  cumpetitnr  for  the 
bishopric,  held  private  meetings  in  a  hoose,  and  there  celebrated 
the  Eucharist.     And  this  incident   brings  us  in  a  remarkable 
manner  across  the  path  of  the  Pelagian  controversy,  which,  as  we 
have  seen,  was  connected  l^y  various  subtle  links  with  the  new 
questions  stirred  respecting  the  Incarnation:  for  if  Neatorianism 
explained  it  away,  Pelagianism  depreciated  its  purpose  ;  a  Nestorian 
might  easily  adopt  Pelagianism,  a  Pelagian  might  as  easily  Kestt>- 
rianize.     Coelestius,  the  keen-witted  and  pertinacious  companion 
of  Pelagius,  had  been  compelled  by  Pope  Celestine  to  leave  Italy, 
but  had  found  refu^^e  in  Constantinople,  together  with  Julian  of 
Eclanum,  Florus,  Orontius,  and  Fabius.     Morius  Mercator,  who 
was  as  zealous  on  the  subject  of  the  fall  and  of  grace  as  on  that  of 
the  verity  of  the  Divine  Incarnation,  tells  us  that  Nestorius  treated 
Julian  with  friendliness  and  c*tn3oled  Ccelestius  with  a  letter  of 
eymjtathy ;  but  that  he  preached  repeatedly  against  the  Pelagian 
doctrines,  professing  his  satisfaction,  amid  his  own  troubles,  in  the 
sympathy  or  kindly  attention  of  his  audiouce,  enforcing  the  corre- 
lation of  the  First  and  the  Second  Adam,  and  descanting  on  the 
virtue  of  baptism  as  annulling  the  "  handwriting "  which  lay  bo 
heavy  on   the  unl)aptized.     On  the  other  hand,  it  appears  that 
Nestorius  regarded,  or  professed   to   regard,  the  Pelagian  exiles 
aa  calumniated,  and  as  in  fact  orthcKlox :  he  hold  a  Council  in 
which  Mercator  and  other  anti-Pelagians  were  treated  as  virtually 
Manicheans — the  imputation   perpetually   levelled  Ijy   Pelagians 
at  St.   Augustine;    and  Ccelestius   was   permitted   to   denounce 
Philip  as  a  Manichean.     Philip  professed  Im  readiness  to  meet 
tlus  charge  in  the  usual  canonical  form.     But  Coulestius,  when  it 
came  to  the  point,  had  nothing  to  urge  against  him ;  and  Philip 
accordingly  absented  liimself  from  the  assemljly.     Nestorius  then, 
we  are  told,  attacked  him  for  a  breach  of  discipline  in  that  he  liad 
"  performed  the  oblation "  in  a  private  house.    **  Nearly  all  the 
clergy  said,  '  Each  one  of  us  does  the  same  on  an  emergency  and 
in  case  of  necessity '  " — thereby  indicating  that  communion  of  the 
sick  was  often  given  by  a  celebration  at  their  houses,  instead  of  by 
"  reserved  "  elements.   But  sentence  was  pronounced  against  Philip, 
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whc^  probably  troubled  himself  very  little  about  such  a  bau.  Tlie 
Pelagian  exiles  repeatedly  complained  both  to  Nestorius  and  to 
Theodosius,  declaring  themselves  to  be  misrepresented  and  injured 
men.  But  Marius  Mercatur  drew  up  in  this  year  429  a  uiemurial 
on  the  case  of  Ccolestius,  which  he  in  his  turn  presented  "  not  only 
to  the  Church  of  CoEstautinttpIe,  but  also  to  very  many  most 
religious  men,  and  also  to  the  most  pious  Emperor  Theodosius,  ever 
Augustus ; "  in  the  opening  of  which  document  he  recited  the  accu- 
sations brought  against  Ccelestixis  some  twenty  years  before  in 
Africa,  and  narrated  briefly  his  subsequent  proceedings,  including 
his  expulsion  from  Constantin^jple  under  "  bishop  Atticus  of  holy 
memory."  his  disingenuous  conduct  towards  Pope  Zi^simua,  and 
also  his  condemnation  by  Eome.  After  this,  tlte  opinions  of  his 
master  Pelagius  were  illustrated  by  quotations  from  his  commen- 
taries on  St.  Paul ;  and  Julian  was  challenged,  "  for  the  satisfac- 
tion of  the  Church,  to  condemn  Pelagiua  and  Cudestiua." 

Nestorius  temporised  on  the  question,  being  glad  to  gain  what 
advantage  he  could  from  such  n  policy.  Yet  although  his  position 
was  becoming  perilous,  he  had  still  a  considerable  number  of 
admirers  and  supporters.  Some  urged  that  his  opinion  which 
denied  Maiy  to  be  Theotocos  was,  at  any  rate,  not  contrary  to  the 
Creed.  Others  said,  in  effect,  "  The  Son  of  Mary  may  be  called 
God  in  a  derivative  sense,  the  Divine  title  having  been  granted  to 
Him  as  a  signal  mark  of  Divine  favour ; "  others,  more  consistently. 
refused  to  call  Him  God  at  all.  This  shows  how  clearly  it  was  on 
all  hands  imderstood  that  the  primary  question  involved  was  not 
simply  al)out  the  Virgin  Mother,  but  about  her  Son  :  Who  was  He, 
and  what  was  He,  in  His  real  personality  ?  Beside  these  intelli- 
gent sympathizers,  Nestorius  had  the  practical  countenance  of 
others  who  va^ely  thought  that  he  was  essentially  of  the  same 
mind  with  those  who  attacked  him,  "They  are  making  a  vain 
fight  about  a  term,  a  dogmatic  nicety,  and  imagining  a  grave 
tlifference  of  belief  when  there  is  but  a  question  of  words."  And, 
moreover,  as  Tilleraont  sardonically  remarks,  the  party  which 
had  the  Sovereign  on  its  side  could  not  be  lacking  in  numbers  \ 
and  this,  for  the  present,  was  the  case  with  Nestorius.  Basil  and 
Thalaasius,  in  a  memorial,  which  about  this  time,  or  a  little  later, 
they  presented  to  the  Emperor,  complain  that  the  bishop  was 
strong  in  the  support  of  powerful  personages,  "  and,"  they  add,  "  il" 
we  are  to  speak  out  boldly,  of  your  Majesty."  They  petitioned 
for  "  an  Oecumenical  Council  which  might  unite  the  holy  Church, 
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and  restore  to  it  the  preaching  of  the  true  faith."  Tillemont 
observes  that  the  assertioa  of  heresy  was  not  the  only  offence 
cimrged  against  Nestorius ;  these  petitioners,  ^^ith  much  emphasis 
and  amplification^  accused  him  of  administrative  tyranny,  and  he 
was  afterwards  described,  by  the  great  Council  which  condemned 
him,  as  *'  imiformly  indifferent "  to  considerations  of  discipline  and 
good  order. 

The  opening  of  the  year  430  saw  a  fresh  effort  on  Cyril's  part 
to  bring  Nestorius  to  a  better  mind.  He  wrote  to  him,  on 
the  part  of  an  Egyptian  synod,  a  second  letter,  which  is  famous 
as  having  received  the  solemn  approval  of  General  CouncOs.  "  I 
learn,"  he  begins  with  studied  courtesy,  "that  some  are  injuring 
my  reputation  in  the  eyes  of  your  Piety  by  idle  talk,  and  that 
habitually,  selecting  especially  the  times  at  which  the  magistrates 
assemble,  and  perhaps  thinkiug  by  this  means  to  please  you ; " 
and  he  then  describes  the  persons  who,  as  has  been  already  said, 
having  been  punished  by  him  for  their  offences  at  Alexandria, 
were  intriguing  against  him  at  Constantinople.  "  But,"  he 
proceeds  in  substance,  "I  care  little  for  such  calumnies.  Let 
one's  life  be  what  it  may,  one  cannot  escape  these  malicious 
assaults.  Enough  of  them !  I  turn  to  what  I  consider  a  solemn 
duty  ;  and  that  ig,  again  to  exhort  you,  as  a  brother  in  the  Lord, 
to  preach  the  faith  in  language  safe  to  be  used,  and  to  beware  of 
the  consequences  of  causing  scandal."  Then,  referring  to  the 
Nicene  Creed,  Cyril  states  his  view  of  the  Incarnation.  It  was  not 
a  change  of  the  nature  of  the  Word  into  flesh,  or  into  whole 
manhood;  nor  was  it  that  He  was  well  pleased  with,  or  that  He 
took  to  Himself,  a  "person  pure  and  simple"  (i.e.  allied  Himself 
with  a  human  peraon) :  but  it  was  that  He  jjersonally  (in  the  way 
of  hypostasis)  united  to  Himself  a  body  and  a  rational  soul,  and 
so,  ineflalily  and  inconceivably,  became  Man.  The  natures  thus 
brought  into  union  were  diverse,  but  from  them  both  was  One 
Christ  and  Son :  not  that  the  diversity  of  the  natures  was  removed 
by  the  imion,  but  that  they  constitutetl  for  us,  through  their 
ineffable  concurrence,  the  one  Lord  Christ.  (These  very  words 
were  adopted  by  the  Fourth  General  Council.)  Thus  it  is  that 
He,  who  was  before  all  ages,  was  Ijom  according  to  the  flesh  of 
the  Virgin:  not,  of  course,  that  His  Divine  nature  was  bom,  or 
that  He,  as  the  co-eternal  Son,  could  need  a  second  coming  into 
existence;  but  that,  since  for  us  He  personally  united  our  man- 
hood to   Himself,  He  is  said  to  have  been  bom  according  to  the 
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flesh ;  for  '*  it  was  not  that  an  ordinary  man  was  first  born,  and  then 
the  Word  descended  ui>on  him : "  the  flesh  was,  from  its  first 
existence,  assumed  by  the  Word.  In  the  same  sense  we  say  He 
suffered,  died,  rose  again.  The  Word  could  not,  in  His  own 
nature,  feel  the  wounds  or  the  nailings,  or  suffer  death — it  were 
sheer  madness  to  say  or  think  so ;  but  Ho  made  His  very  own 
that  flesh  which  could  boar  all  this,  and  in  this  sense  "  appropri- 
ated" (an  Athanasiau  expression)  the  conditions  to  which  it  was 
subject.  Thus  we  confess  one  Christ,  and  do  not  adore  along 
\vith  the  Word  a  man  Q3  oxistiog  individually,  which  woidd  mean 
"  division,"  but  we  adore  one  and  the  same  Word  incarnate :  for 
this  true  personal  unity  must  be  acknowledged  as  neither  impossilde 
nor  imworthy  of  God,  or  else  we  shall  l>e  driven  to  assent  to 
lielieving  in  two  Sons,  one  the  Son  by  nature,  the  other  a  Son  by 
title.  And  to  speak  of  a  **  union  o?  prosopa  "  or  persons  su^rgests  a 
mere  association,  which  would  not  satisfy  the  Scriptural  assertion 
that  the  Word  became  flesh :  that  can  only  mean  that  He  appro- 
priated, as  His  own,  a  body  like  ours,  and  appeared  as  Man  without 
abaudonin*:;  His  existence  as  God,  but  remaining  whnt  He  was 
although  He  had  taken  flesh  upon  Him.  It  is  in  this  sense,  for 
tlds  reason,  that  we  call  the  Virgin  Theotocos.  Cyril  concludes 
this  letter— remarkable  for  its  precision  and  for  its  careful  reitera- 
n  of  explanatory  phrases  intended  to  exclude  misconception — 
with  an  earaest  entreaty  to  his  brother  ("  out  of  Christian  love," 
he  says,  "  I  write  this,"  and  "  I  bear  witness  before  Goil  and  His 
elect  angels  ")  **  to  hold  and  teach  this  with  us,  that  the  peace  of 
the  Churches  may  be  preserved  aud  the  bond  of  unanimity  and 
love  may  remain  uni3rt»ken."  It  was  written,  as  appears  from  the 
copy  of  it  in  the  acts  of  the  Council  of  Chalcedon,  in  the  month 
Mechir,  or  Pebruary,  of  430. 

In  this  letter  the  use  of  the  term  "  hypostasis  "  in  connexion 
with  the  assertion  of  "  One  Christ "  is  to  bo  noted.  Cyril  takes 
bypostasis  to  mean  "  person  "  or  "  personality  " — the  sense,  as  we 
have  seen,  attached  to  it  by  the  younger  generation  of  Catholics 
as  represented,  and  confronted  with  the  older,  in  the  Alexan- 
drian Coimcil  of  362,  Athanasius  bad  been  wont  to  express  the 
idea  of  one  jierson  in  Christ  by  the  simple  pronoun  He.  But  he 
meant  neither  more  nor  less  than  Cyril  meant,  or  than  later 
theologians  in  general  have  meant  when  they  argued  that,  as  the 
Divine  Son  was  already  personal  when  He  became  Man,  He  could 
not  thereby  adopt  a  new  self.    His  personality  must  be,  as  it 
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had  been,  one,  and  resident  in  the  Godhead ;  and  therefore  the 
Manhood  wliich  He  assumed  could  not  be  a  "  seat  and  centre  "  of 
human  personality  :  or,  in  Hooker's  words,  there  could  be  in  Christ 
"  no  personal  subsistence  but  one,  and  that  from  everlasting." 

To  a  friend  of  his  own  who  was  also  zealously  attached  to 
Nestorins  and  therefore  troubled  liy  these  events,  Cyril  wrote 
affirming  that  the  controversy  and  the  consequent  distress 
had  pervaded  the  Koman  empire :  visitors,  from  whatever  city  or 
country,  kept  asking  about  it,  "  Wliat  is  this  new  doctrine  ?  "  To 
be  silent,  therefore,  was  impossible  for  one  who.  as  entrusted 
with  the  care  of  souls,  had  to  give  account  of  his  atewanlship. 
Eeproaches,  however  bitter,  and  from  quarters  however  unexpected, 
must  not  move  him.  Only  let  the  faith  be  safe :  he  would  yield 
to  none  in  sincere  affection  for  "  the  most  religious  bishop 
Nestorius "  (all  bisliops  then  had  this  apjjellative)  ;  but  God's 
truth  comes  before  all  things,  and  if  one  were  to  shrink  from 
contending  for  it  in  the  face  of  the  world  through  fear  of  unpleasant 
consequences,  or  even  at  the  imminent  peril  of  death,  what  would 
be  the  use  of  panegyrizing  in  church  those  saints  who  "  strove  for 
it  to  the  death"? 

Another  letter  was  sent  by  Cyril  about  this  time  to  somo 
clerics  of  his  at  Constantinople,  i.g.  his  apocrUiarii  or  official 
correspondents,  who  had  told  him  that  Nestorius  and  his  party 
were  endeavouring  to  make  overtures  of  peace.  Anaatasius 
himself  had  met  them,  and  said,  "  We  "wish  to  he  on  good  terms 
with  Cyril ;  we  really  agree  with  liis  letter  to  the  monks : "  adding, 
"  Why,  Cyril  himaolf,  you  see,  admits  that  the  term  Theotocos  is 
not  Nicene  I "  They  wrote  accordingly  to  Cyril.  He  answers,  in 
effect:  The  Nicene  Council  was  not  called  upon  to  deal  with  this 
controversy,  and  therefore  had  good  reason  for  not  employing  this 
term,  so  that  the  ajgumeut  from  the  Council's  silence  is  illusory : 
and  the  real  mind  of  the  party  is  seen  in  the  pamphlet  of 
Photius,  or  wlioever  was  the  author,  in  reply  to  me,  and  in  that  other 
pamphlet  which  imputes  to  us  the  absurd  notion  that  the  Godhead 
could  suffer  (a  notion,  indeed,  which  it  were  madness  to  entertain), 
while  on  its  own  part  it  asserts  a  mere  association  of  a  human 
person  with  a  Divine.  He  then  proceeds  to  quote  a  few  passages 
from  the  sermons,  or  expository  discourses,  of  Nestorius;  and  it 
is  carious  that  he  expresses  his  indignation  at  a  supercilious  sen- 
tence by  asking  whether  the  writer  were  more  eloquent  than 
John  Chrysostom.    The  pro5|»ect  of  being  accused — probably  of 
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arbitrary  conduct — by  Chieremon  and  others,  "  that  foul-mouthed 
quartette/'  did  not  agitate  him  at  all :  he  might  have  to  appear 
at  a  Council,  if  Christ  should  so  order  it;  but  if  ho  had  tu  go  to 
Constantinople,  he  would  appeal  from  such  a  judge  as  Nestoriua, 
He  was  anxious  for  peace  on  the  basis  of  right  faith  and  the 
cessation  of  heterodox  language.  As  to  the  draft  of  a  petition  to 
the  Emperor,  which  the  clerics  had  sent  to  Cyril  for  his  approval, 
he  had  read  it,  but  would  not  send  it  back,  because  it  inveiglied  at 
great  length  against  the  bishop  of  Constantinople  as  a  heretic. 
He  had  therefore,  he  says,  **  di'awn  out  a  different  form,  declining 
Nestorius  as  a  judge  on  the  ground  of  his  avowed  ill-feeling,  and 
recjueating  that  the  case,  if  it  were  to  be  tried,  might  go  before 
other  magistrates."  This  petition  they  were  to  present  if  they 
found  it  necessary  to  do  so,  i.e.  \£  they  found  liim  to  be  persistent 
in  his  plots  and  hostilities.  Cyril  would  shortly  send  to  Con- 
stantinople some  "  pious  and  prudent  men,"  bishops  and  monks, 
and  would  prepare  letters,  such  as  should  be  sent,  and  to  the 
right  persons.  He  would  not  suffer  his  eyes  to  sleep,  nor  his 
temples  to  take  rest,  until  he  had  fotight  the  fight  for  the  salvation 
of  all.  "  My  object,"  he  concludes,  "  is  to  labour,  and  endure  any- 
thing that  is  thought  dreadful,  for  the  faith  in  Christ." 

Nestorius  replied  in  the  Lent  of  430  to  the  second  letter  of 
Cyril,  ^vriting  at  some  length,  and  with  hardly  concealed  bitter- 
ness, and  complaining  of  it  as  insulting,  prolix,  obscure,  ill- 
iligested.  With  his  usual  irrelevance  he  denies  that  the  Woiti, 
in  His  own  nature,  could  suffer  anything.  He  goes  on  to  praise 
C}Til  for  disclaiming,  in  one  passage,  any  such  idea.  But,  he 
adds,  could  that  disclaimer  be  taken  literally  ?  Was  it  consistent 
with  other  statements?  Was  it  not  practically  cancelled  by 
language  which  seemed  to  predicate  suffering  and  death  of  the 
Divine  Wonl  Himself?  Here  Nestorius  shows  a  strange  con- 
fusedness  by  remarking  that  our  Lord  did  not  say,  "  Destroy  My 
Divinity,"  or  "This  is  My  Divinity."  He  proceeds  to  quote 
various  texts  on  the  Humanity,  as  showing  that  to  it  belonged 
the  Nativity  and  other  human  incidents:  it  was,  indeed,  he  says, 
so  closely  connected  with  the  Godhead  that  the  latter  might  be 
said  to  appropriate  its  actions.  The  connexion  produced,  he 
admits,  "  one  Person ; "  but  still  it  appears  tliat  by  this  he  only 
meant  a  relative  union  or  association  of  the  human  Son  of  Mary 
with  the  Divine  Son  of  God,  because  he  could  not  see  that  the 
distinction    between    the  two    spheres  of   existence    might    be 
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maintamed  "without  abandoning  or  denying  the  unity  of  their 
Subject;  and  that  logically  there  "was  no  other  alternativtj  than 
the  plain  denial  of  Christ's  personal  Divinity.  He  fancied  that 
Cyril  was  i*eally  Apollinarian,  in  thought  if  not  in  profession.  Hts 
concluded  by  insinuating  that  Cyril  had  been  misinformed  by 
some  persons,  whom  a  Council  at  Gonatantiiiople  had  condenmed 
for  Manicheism — alluding  to  the  zealous  anti-Pelagians,  The  letter 
ends  with  an  assurance  that  the  Church  affairs  of  Constantinople 
are  prosperous,  and  that  the  Sovereigns  rejoice  in  the  light  of  true 
doctrine.  lie  employs  the  words  of  Scripture  about  the  house  of 
David  prevailing  over  that  of  Saul.  "If  any  one,"  he  quotes 
significantly,  "seem  to  be  contentious,  we  have  no  such  custom, 
neither  the  Churches  of  God.  Farewell,  and  continue  to  pray  for 
us,  0  most  honoured  and  dear  to  God  I "  The  courtesy  of  this 
peroration  shows,  at  least,  that  Nestorius  did  not  as  yet  wish  to 
carry  matters  to  extremity  with  Cyril. 

His  allusion  to  the  reigning  family  as  on  his  side  was  pro- 
bably the  occasion  of  some  elaborate  treatises  being  drawn  up  by 
Cyril,  with  a  view  to  coxinteracting  his  influence.  T!ie  first  of 
these  was  the  work  "  On  the  Eight  Faith  "  addressed  to  Theodosius, 
in  which,  without  naming  Hestoriua,  Cyril  argues  against  his 
opinittns,  and  insists  that  as  on  the  one  hand  Docetism  is  false — 
and  as  any  notion  of  conversion  of  the  Godhead  into  flesh,  or  any 
theory  which  made  the  Word  impersonal,  or  the  A[>olIiuarian 
conception  of  a  mindless  Christ,  with  whatever  plausibility  it 
might  be  advocated,  is  absurd,  and  also  involves  presumptuous 
inferences — ao  on  the  other  hand  it  is  no  less  grave  an  error  t<j 
separate  by  a  "  coarse  division "  the  one  Christ  into  two ;  the 
difPerence  of  the  two  combined  natures  must  be  acknowledged, 
but  their  coml>ination  must  be  considered  in  the  light  of  a  personal 
union  whereby  *'  the  Word  is  not  wholly  external  to  human  condi- 
tions, nor  tlie  manhood  void  of  Divine  dignity  when  considered 
in  relation  to  the  glorified  Christ."  In  short,  the  Christ  must  be 
recognised  as  One,  a  single  Being  in  two  spheres  of  action  and  of 
life.  The  treatise  was  too  lengthy  for  its  immediate  purpose,  hut 
is  remarkable  for  an  elaborate  critique  on  the  argumentative 
methods  of  Apollinarianism.  It  was  afterwards  recast  into  the 
form  of  a  "  Dialogue  on  the  Incarnation  of  the  Only-l)egotten.*' 
A  second  treatise  was  addressed  by  Cyril  to  "  the  most  religious 
ladies  "  Arcadia  and  Marina,  the  younger  sisters  of  Theodosius : 
in  this,  after  devoting  some  chapters  to  argument,  and  in  them 
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enforcing  the  necessity  of  belief  in  the  Divinity  of  that  Emmanuel 
who  died  for  the  salvation  of  men,  he  gives  extracts  from  Athana- 
sius  and  other  fathers,  and  then  comments  on  vnrions  texts  of 
Scripture  in  order  to  show  that  Christ  is  God,  is  Life  and  Lifegiver, 
id  Propitiation,  and  that  Hia  Death  was  the  salvation  of  the 
world — that  Ho  personally  is  an  object  of  faith,  that  He  is  one 
with  the  Son  of  God.  Among  these  Scripture  proofs  are  some 
which  an  opponent  would  have  put  aside  as  inconclusive,  and 
H'hich  one  who  agreed  with  Cyril  might  reasonaldy  call  unsatis- 
factory and  indeed  superiluoua.  The  i^rif-at  point  which  he  is 
urging  is  rather  embaiTassed  than  aided  by  weak  inferences  im- 
bedded in  a  mass  of  good  evidence,  which  includes  not  only  direct 
statements  (among  which  Cyril  imdoubtingly  reckons  the  text, 
Titos  ii.  13,  about  "our  great  God  and  Saviour  "),  but  a  number  of 
passages  which  represent  the  claims  and  the  power  of  Christ  in  a 
light  wliich,  but  for  His  Divine  Co-equality,  would  be  irreconcil- 
able with  the  obligations  of  Monotheism.  The  indefatigalile  pen 
of  Cyril  followed  up  this  second  treatise  I»y  a  third,  addressed  "to 
tlio  most  religious  Empresses  Pulcheria  and  Eudocia,"  the  sifter 
and  the  wife  of  Theodosius.  In  it  he  goes  over  much  the  same 
ground  of  Scriptural  argument,  but  specially  aims  at  the  expla- 
nation of  passages  relied  on  by  those  whom  we  may  now  call 
N'estorians,  passages  relating  to  Christ's  Humanity,  but  consistent, 
Cyril  ai^es,  with  the  Divinity  of  His  person.  As  man — that  is. 
in  regard  to  the  manhood  which  He  condescended  to  assume  by 
what  Cyril,  like  Athanasius  and  others,  calls  the  "  economy  "  of 
the  Incarnation — He  could  be  liable  to  infirmities,  subject  to 
limitations,  capable  of  exaltation,  remaining,  all  the  while,  the 
essential  Son  of  God. 

Whatever  criticisms  may  bo  made  on  some  portions  of  these 
three  treatises  as  attempting  to  strain  texts  beyond  their  natural 
meaning,  or  to  infer  more  than  can  be  legitimately  deduced 
faun  them,  it  is  undeniable  that  Cyril  exhibits  a  remarkable 
acuteness,  versatility,  and  fertility  of  suggestion,  pervaded  and 
quickened  by  the  great  idea  which  holds  possession  of  hia  mind. 
As  little  can  it  be  doubted  by  any  who  look  at  these  writings, 
that  the  ti-ue  interest  of  the  question  for  him  was  an  essentially 
Christian  interest ;  he  believed  that  the  dignity,  the  honour,  the 
redemptive  eflficiency,  of  Jesus  Christ  Himself  were  at  stake, 
imd  therewith  the  life  of  Christianity.  He  was  so  absorbed 
in  this  anxiety  that  he  forgot  considerations  of  mere  policy, 
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and  never  reflected  that,  bj  addressing  the  "Princesses"  apart 
from  TheodosiuB,  he  might  be  wounding  the  susceptibilities  of 
a  Prince  whose  weakness  of  character  did  not  make  him  less 
jealous  of  his  impeiial  dignity,  or  less  suspicious  of  whatever 
might  tend  to  constitute  in  die  case  of  Pulcheria  an  interest 
separate  &om  his  own. 

So  stood  matters,  as  r^aids  Cynl  and  Nestorius,  in  the  early 
summer  of  430.  We  may  now  pass  on  to  another  scene  in  the 
drama,  resulting  &om  the  application  of  both  the  contending 
parties  to  a  brother-prelate,  inferior  probably  to  both  in  personal 
ability,  but  strong  in  the  great  name  and  far-spread  influence 
of  the  first  of  Christian  sees — Pope  Gelestine  of  Rome.  But  in 
order  to  estimate  this  new  development,  we  must  go  back  to  the 
year  429. 


CHAPTER  XXXVIL 


THE  COimCILS  OF  BOMB  AND  ALEXAKDBIA. 


Nkstorixjs  made  his  first  attempt  to  produce  a  favourable  im- 
pression, by  personal  correspondence,  on  the  mind  of  his  Roman 
brother  shortly  after  the  moment  when  the  first  circulation  of 
discourses  ascribed  to  him  had  begun  to  cause  disquiet  or  indig- 
nation in  the  Roman  Church.  He  sent  to  Celestine,  by  a  certain 
Antiochus,  copies  of  his  expository  discourses  in  "quaternions," 
that  is,  in  sheets  of  book  form ;  and  with  them,  Cyril  tells  us, "  a  long 
letter  "  settinj^  forth  his  opinions — a  letter  which  Gamier  identifies 
with  a  fairly  short  one^  still  extant  in  Latin  (but  not  among  Marius 
Mercator's  versions),  and  dates  about  Easter,  429.  In  it  Ncatorius 
takes  occasion  to  write  from  the  circumstance  that  Julian,  Florus, 
Orontius,  and  Fabiua  are  day  by  day  importuning  the  Emperor 
and  himself  to  have  their  case  examined.  For  his  own  part — 
so  he  professes — he  was  insufficiently  informed  about  them ;  there- 
fore he  must  ask  Celestine  to  tell  him  what  was  the  true  state  of 
the  matter.  And  so  he  passes,  naturally  as  it  were,  to  the  subject 
of  the  Incarnation  controversy.  Some  clerics  were  renewing  the 
ApoUinaiian  heresy  and  confounding  the  Godhead  and  the  Man- 
hood in  regard  to  Christ.  They  use  the  term  "  deify  '*  in  regard  to 
^_^  His  rtesh,  which  is  nothing  less  than  to  destroy  the  reality  of  both 
^H  fieah  and  Godhead ;  and  they  shrink  not  from  calling  Mary  "  Theo- 
^H  tocos,'*  a  term  unknown  to  the  Niceno  Council,  and  unknown  to 
^^  Scripture  which  calls  her  the  mother  of  Christ,  although  it  *'  might 
W  l>e  tolerated  "  in  the  sense  of  affirming  the  inseparable  Temple  of 

I  God  the  Word  (he  means,  the  man  Jesus)  to  have  been  "  derived 

I  from  her ;  not  that  she  is  the  mother  of  the  Word,  for  no  one  is 

I  the  parent  of  a  being  older  than  herself."     He  wrote  more  than 

I  once  again :  an  extant  letter  renews  the  topic  of  Julian  and  his 

^^^        friends.     "  I  have  more  than  once,"  he  tells  Celestine,  "  written 
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to  you."  "  I  am  really  anxious,"  he  proceeds,  "  to  hear  from  you 
whether  I  am  to  regard  these  memorialists,  who  weary  me  with 
their  lamenfcationa,  as  heretics  reprobated  and  expelled  by  the 
West,  or  as  orthodox  persons  oppressed  by  slander.  Will  you 
then  have  the  kindness  to  inform  me, — are  they,  or  are  they  not, 
worthy  of  sympathy  ?  Day  after  day  I  put  them  off  without  an 
answer,  because  I  am  hoping  for  a  letter  from  your  Blessedness." 
In  this  lan^'Uagt!  one  cannot  but  observe  a  diplomatic  insincerity ; 
it  was  impossible  for  Nestorius  to  be  really  uninformed  as  to  the 
view  which  the  Western  Church  took  of  the  Pelagians.  Tlien 
follows  another  description  of  the  alleged  attempt  to  confound  the 
impassible  and  the  passible  natures  :  and  here  Nestorius  verbally 
admits  that  these  natures  were  joined  together  in  "  one  Person  ; " 
but  it  would  appear, as  before,  that  he  did  not  use  "Person  "  in  the 
sonse  of  a  single  lieing.  This  letter  was  brought  to  Iktme  by 
Valerius,  a  chamberlain  of  great  influence  at  the  court  of  Con- 
stantinople, It  may  be  convenient  here  to  add  that  the  Pelagian 
exiles  mentioned  by  Nestorius  were  soon  afterwards  driven  away 
from  Constantinople  by  Theodosius,  in  consequence  of  the  memorial 
presented  against  them  by  Mercator;  and  Celestius,  somewhat 
later,  shared  their  fate,  on  whicli  occasion  he  received  a  letter  of 
respectful  sympathy  from  Nestorius  himself,  who  compares  his 
suflerings  to  those  of  the  saints  and  even  the  martyrs  of  Scripture, 
and  bids  him  take  comfort  in  the  thought  that  true  religion  hod 
always  to  "  run  through  diverse  trials : "  he  must  not  "  betray  the 
truth  "  by  falling  away  from  it. 

The  discourses  of  Nestorius,  as  sent  by  him  to  Rome,  were  in 
Greek,  as  were  his  letters  also ;  and  it  was  therefore  necessary  for 
Celestine  to  get  these  documents  translated  into  Latin,  an  opera- 
tion which  took  up  some  time.  Wldle  it  was  in  process,  the  l*ope 
received  a  letter  from  Cyril,  who  had  never  yet  written  to  him — 
had  not  even  replied  to  his  letter — on  the  subject  of  Nestorius. 
Now  he  broke  silence,  compelled,  as  he  expresses  it,  by  necessity 
"for  God  demands  that  we  shall  be  on  the  alert  in  these  cases,  and 
long  custom  of  the  Cliurches  persuades  me  to  make  the  facts  kuuwu 
to  your  Holiness,  Never  yet  have  I  written  to  your  Piety,  or 
to  any  other  of  my  fellow-ministers,  concerning  him  who  is  now 
at  Constantinople  and  is  goveniing  that  Church;  for  I  believe 
that  hastiness  in  such  matters  cannot  be  free  from  blame.  But 
now,  as  we  are  come  to  the  height  of  the  mischief,  I  have  thought 
I  must   needs   speak."     He  then    gives   a  summary  of  events. 
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dwellino;  of  course  on  tlie  speech  of  Dorothena,  and  on  its  having 
followed  upon  his  own  endeavours  to  convince  Nestorius  of  his 
error.  He  tells  Celesfcine  of  the  open  schism  at  Constantinople ;  of 
his  own  second  letter  to  Nestorius ;  of  its  failure  as  a  means  of 
reclaiming  him ;  of  the  distress  wliich  Nestorius  had  caused  to  the 
Eastern  and  Macedonian  bishops  and  to  the  Church  in  general ; 
ijf  the  mischief  which  he  was  doing  to  his  own  people ;  and  then, 
having  practically  suggested  to  Celestine  the  line  to  be  taken, 
he  asks  liim  in  very  deferential  terms  to  "  formulate  his  opinion  " 
on  the  practical  question,  Should  communion  be  maintained  with 
Nestorius  or  not?  And  let  that  opinion,  ho  adds,  be  communi- 
cated to  the  other  prelates  concerned.  He  sends  with  this  letter — 
which  represented  the  minds  of  his  suffi-agans — copies  of  Nestorius's 
papers  and  letters  in  "tomes  containing  paragraphs"  translated 
into  Latin  "  as  well  as  it  could  be  done  at  Alexandria.'*  The 
beai'er  was  his  deacon  Posidonius  (afterwards  ordaiued  a  priest), 
to  whom  also  he  gave  a  very  interesting  and  lucid  paper  of  in- 
structions, which  puts  the  case,  as  he  viewed  it,  into  a  few  terse 
words.  The  heresy  of  Nestorius,  he  sayB,  consists  in  this:  it 
represents  God  the  Word  as  ha\*ing  foreseen  that  the  Son  of 
Mary  would  be  holy,  and  haviug  chosen  him,  given  him  a  miracu- 
lous birth,  with  the  privilege  of  bearing  His  own  titles,  as  Son, 
Lord,  God :  thus  the  Son  of  God,  the  Only-begotten,  is  said  to  be 
"  incarnate/'  Ijecause  He  is  ever  mih  the  holy  Son  of  Mary,  as 
He  was  with  the  prophets,  but  in  closer  connexion — for  he  avoids 
the  term  "  union."  Thus  the  Virgin-born  was  not  true  God, 
but  was  called  so  by  Divine  favour.  CjTil  adds  that  he  himsoll' 
l>elieves  the  Word  to  have  been  in  His  own  nature  impassible, 
but  to  "  have  suffered  in  the  flesh."  Nestorius,  he  adds,  holds 
that  it  was  "  a  man  " — meaning  thereby  a  separate  human  in- 
dividual— who  suifered  and  rose  again.  He  proceeds  to  state  the 
facts  as  to  the  treatment  of  the  priest  Philip  by  Nestorius.  After 
thus  taking  steps  to  inform  Celestine,  he  wrote  to  the  aged 
Acacius  of  Beroea,  dwelling  on  the  audacity  of  Dorotheus. 
Acacins  replied  by  dwelling  on  the  unpi-otitableness  of  Apollina- 
rian  si)eculations,  l»y  exhorting  Cyril  to  labour  for  peace,  and  by 
deploring  the  outbreak  of  such  a  controversy.  The  language  of 
Dorotheus  was,  he  admits,  indefensible,  but  the  best  thing  to  be 
done  is  to  hush  the  matter  up :  in  this  the  bishop  of  Antioch  (John, 
who  had  held  the  see  only  two  years,  but  who  had  won  a  high 
reputation)  agrees  with  him. 
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We  muat  now  follow  Posidonius  to  Eome.  Geleatlnu  was 
l^eatly  pleased  with  Cyril's  letter,  and  with  the  care  taken  to 
send  him  a  Latin  version  of  the  Nestoiian  papers :  the  version 
executed  at  Rome  was  probably  compared  with  it,  and  Celestine 
gathered  from  them  that  Nestorius  had  written  much  that  was 
obscure,  much  that  was  inconsistent,  but  also  something  that  was 
openly  and  unequivocally  heretical,  as  to  the  Incarnate  Person 
of  the  Word  and  "  the  Divinity  of  Christ  our  God  and  Saviour." 
Having  already,  as  it  seems,  employed  Casaian  (through  the 
agency  of  his  archdeacon  Leo)  to  prepare  a  treatise  on  the  whole 
doctrine  of  the  Incarnation,  Celestine  summoned  a  sjoiod  of 
bishops  at  the  beginning  of  August,  430.  This  assemldy  con- 
sidered the  Nestorian  documents,  compared  the  copies  sent  from 
Constautinople  with  those  sent  from  Alexandria,  and  both  sets 
with  the  approved  teaching  of  Latin  Fathers ;  and  Celestine 
brought  forward  an  interesting  i*eminiscenoe  of  his  own  youth, 
when  he  had  visited  Milan  in  the  time  of  its  great  Saint  and 
Doctor.  "I  remember  how  the  blessed  Ambrose  taught  the 
people  to  sing  together  in  Church  on  the  feast  of  the  Nativity — 

*  Veni,  Redeniptoc  gentinm, 
Oitende  partiim  Virginui : 
Mirctar  omDo  saicnlum : 
Talii  ilecot  partns  Doqiu.* 

There,"  said  Celestine,  *'you  see  how  perfectly  this  hymn  of 
Ambrose  agrees  with  the  term  '  Mother  of  God,'  as  defended  by 
Cyril,  and  with  our  belief  that  the  Son  of  the  Virgin  was  Very 
God."  The  Council's  resolutions  were  expressed  by  letters  from 
Celestine  to  Cyril  and  to  Nestorius,  which  now  call  for  our 
attention. 

To  Cyril  was  sent  a  letter  warmly  commending  hia  zeal  for 
the  truth,  as  worthy  of  a  good  shepherd  and  of  a  powerful  theo- 
logian. It  is  the  cause,  writes  Celestine  in  effect,  of  "  CTirist  our 
God ; "  and  our  duty  now  is,  SI  possible,  and  in  conformity  to  the 
earnest  desire  of  Christ  for  the  recovery  even  of  a  single  lost  sheep, 
to  rescue  from  "  the  precipice  "  on  which  he  stands  one  "  who  has 
foi:gotten  the  name  and  profession  of  a  pastor  ; "  or  if  this  be  past 
hoping  for.  if  he  persists  in  his  obstinacy,  then  to  drive  him  away, 
as  a  wolf,  from  ^e  fold.  In  that  case,  therefore,  those  whom  he 
has  excommunicated  must  be  recognised  as  in  our  communion, 
and  he  must  be  told  that  he  is  excluded  from  it.  "Accordingly" 
— we  must  observe  the  exact  words  here — '*  the  authority  of  our 
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see  having  been  attached  to  you,  act  in  our  stead  with  full  power, 
and  carry  out  with  rigorous  strictness  this  decision :  that  either 
he  shall,  within  ten  days  reckoned  from  the  date  of  this  monition 
of  ours,  cancel  those  unsound  teachings  of  his  by  a  written  pro- 
fession, and  declare  that  he  holds  that  faith  about  the  birth  of  Christ 
our  God  which  the  Koman  Church,  and  the  Church  of  your  Holi- 
ness, and  the  whole  of  our  religion,  hold ;  or  else,  if  he  will  not 
do  this,  your  Holiness  shall  at  once  provide  for  that  Church  (of 
Constantinople),  and  he  must  understand  that  he  must  needs  be 
separated  from  our  body."  The  like  warning,  or  intimation,  Celes- 
tine  adds,  "  I  have  sent  to  our  lireLhren  John  of  Antioch,  Juvenal 
of  Jerusalem,  and  Flavian  of  Philippi,  in  order  that  our  sentence, 
or  rather  the  divine  sentence  of  our  Christ,  respecting  him  may 
be  known."  (The  *' divine  sentence"  means  the  authority  of 
Scripture,  as  excluding  Nestorianiam,)  This  letter  was  dated  on 
the  3rd  of  the  Ides  of  August,  t.c.  August  11,  430.  The  letter  to 
John  is  extant,  and  informs  him  that  Nestorius  has  by  his  own 
writings,  sent  to  Celeatine  by  himself,  left  no  doubt  as  to  his 
heterodoxy ;  therefore  "  we  separate  Nestorius,  and  any  one  who 
says  what  he  says,  from  our  communion,  until  in  wTiting  he 
condemns  what  he  has  perversely  begun  to  teach,"  and  professes 
that  he  follows  the  faith  kept  by  the  Roman,  by  the  Alexandrian, 
and  by  the  whole  Catholic  Church :  "  and  it  is  evident  that  any 
one  excommunicated  or  deprived  by  him  or  his  followers,  since 
he  began  to  teach  error,  remains  in  communion  with  us." 

Next  we  must  look  at  Celestine's  letter  to  Nestorius,  dated  on 
the  same  day,  or,  according  to  one  reading,  on  the  previous  day, 
i.e.  August  10.  It  is  very  lengthy  and  verbose:  beginning  with 
a  reference  to  the  good  report  of  Nestorius  which  had  been  received 
at  the  time  of  his  appointment,  Celestine  goes  on  to  say  that  he 
has  read,  in  a  Latin  version,  the  papers  sent  by  Nestorius,  and 
that  in  them  he  finds  matter  contrary  to  the  faith.  "  Cyril  has 
admonished  you  " — so  he  proceeds  in  substance — "once  and  twice; 
I  now  give  you  the  third  admonition.  You  have  become  a  wolf 
instead  of  a  shepherd.  My  duty  to  Christ  puts  an  end  to  further 
forbearance.  I  hear  that  some  clerics  have  been  driven  by  you 
out  of  your  city :  they  have  the  honour  of  being  confessors,  but  I 
grieve  that  their  persecutor  is  their  bishop.  As  for  those  heretics 
about  whom  you  considted  me,  as  if  you  did  not  know  the  facts 
about  them,  they  were  justly  ejected  from  their  sees :  you  ought 
not,  surely,  to  have  patronised  them,  for  I  read  in  your  writings 
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very  sound  language  as  to  original  sin;  and  you  need  not  have 
been  without  information  on  their  case,  for  Atticus  knew  all  about 
it  and  condemned  them.  But  as  to  your  own  matters, '  Physician, 
heal  thyself ! '  If  you  wish  to  continue  in  communion  with  myself, 
and  with  the  biahop  of  Alexandria,  teach  what  he  teaches ;  and,  ia 
a  word,  unless  within  ten  days  from  this  admonition  "  (he  means, 
of  course,  from  Nestoriua's  reception  of  it)  "  you  condemn  in  writing 
what  you  have  taught  against  the  faith,  and  assert  as  to  Christ  our 
Grod  the  doctrine  held  by  the  Eoman,  by  the  Alexandrian,  by  the 
whole  Catholic  Church,  you  must  understand  that  you  are  ejected 
from  all  fellowship  with  the  Catholic  Church." 

Let  U8  observe  wliat  this  comes  to.  Celestiae  ia  not  writing 
in  the  character  of  Supreme  Bishop  of  Christendom ;  he  is  not 
professing  to  decide  the  question  at  issue  as  if  ho  were  the  sole 
mouthpiece  of  the  Church,  or  his  tribunal  its  court  of  final  appeal : 
he  13  resolving,  as  bishop  of  Home  and  Western  patriarchy  to  with- 
draw his  communion  from  one  brother  ])atriarch  in  a  certain  case 
contemplated,  and  he  instnicts  another  to  act  in  that  case,  as 
holding,  30  to  speak,  Ids  proxy ;  and  this  arrangement  he  signifies 
to  a  fourth  patriarch,  with  a  view  to  a  common  understanding  and 
co-operation.  What  lie  says  to  C>Til  is,  in  brief,  "  If  he  will  not 
satisfy  us  in  respect  of  doctrine,  we  will  communicate  with  him 
no  longer :  tell  him  so  in  my  name  and  in  yomr  own,  and  act  for 
mo  as  for  yourself ;  this  \vill  amount  tf>  a  common  decision  on  the 
part  of  Rome  and  Alexandria,  and  I  will  take  steps  for  securing 
the  assent  of  Antioch  and  of  other  sees,  so  that  it  shall  carry  with 
it  the  combined  judgment  of  the  whole  episcopate,  and  therein 
of  the  whole  Catholic  Church."  When  Nestorius  should,  on  his 
obstinate  persistence  in  error,  be  separated  from  the  body  of  what 
Oelestine,  in  Cyprianic  phrase,  calls  "our  college,"  he  would 
necessarily  be  ipso  facto  separated  from  the  Catholic  communion 
as  a  whole.  This  mode  of  action  was  quite  intelligible  and  natural 
in  the  existing  relations  uf  the  great  sees  to  each  other  at  this 
period ;  it  would  be  quite  unintelligible  and  unnatxiral,  had  those 
relations  then  l)een  such  as  are  required  by  the  Papal  claim  on 
the  present  Roman  theory. 

Another  letter  was  sent  by  Celestine  to  the  clergy  and 
Catholic  laity  of  Constantinople.  He  mldresses  them  on  the 
ground  that,  as  the  teacher  of  the  GentOes  bore  "  the  care  of  all  the 
Churches,"  and  was  ready  to  sympathize  with  any  of  liis  brethren, 
so  he  lumself,  though  far  distant  from  them,  feels  near  to  them 
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in  the  unity  of  the  Cliurch,  is  paternally  anxious  for  them,  is  kindled 
with  the  fire  of  zeal  with  which  they  are  burning.  (He  refers 
here  to  2  Cor.  xi.  28,  29.)  Nestoriua,  he  grieves  to  know,  teaches 
error  againsfc  the  Virginal  Birth  and  the  Divinity  of  Clirist.  How 
unlike  John,  their  great  bishop,  whose  discourses,  building  up 
Catholic  faith,  are  read  all  the  world  over ;  or  Atticug,  who  *'  drove 
away  the  madness  of  heretics ; "  or  Sisinnius,  who  understood  so 
well  the  duty  of  guarding  the  faith  in  its  integrity  I  Tlien,  after 
a  good  deal  of  rather  wearisome  amplification,  ho  exhorts  the 
oppressed  clergy,  and  all  wlio  are  dedicated  to  God's  service,  to 
contend  and  endure  manfully,  and  bids  them  take  example  from 
Athanasius.  *'  Wtio  cannot  find  comfort  in  his  endurance  ?  Who 
cannot  derive  a  lesson  from  his  constancy  ?  Who  cannot  be  en- 
couniged  by  his  long-desired  return  ?  He  waa  ejected — he  suffered 
— he  imitated  the  apostle  and  gloried  in  tribulations.  He  found 
shelter  in  our  couutry"  (Celestiue  is  tliinking,  with  just  pride, 
of  the  hospitality  of  Julius),  "  and  was  refreshed  by  communion 
with  this  see,  whence  Catholics  always  receive  help :  in  all  his 
afiflictions,  he  never  felt  weariness  ; "  and  Celestine  adds  that  no 
Christian  can  be  exiled  in  respect  to  God.  "  The  authority  of  our 
see  defines  tliat  any  one  excommunicated  by  Nestorius  continues 
in  communion  with  us ;  what  I  am  now  saying  embraces  all."  He 
adds  that  as  he  is  parted  from  them  by  sea  and  land,  he  has 
appointed  Cyril  to  represent  him ;  and  he  appends  a  copy  of  the 
prospective  sentence  against  "  the  person  in  question." 

All  these  letters,  and  other  papers  necessary  for  the  business, 
were  entrusted  by  Celestine  to  Cyril's  messenger  Posidonius.  who 
brought  them  to  Alexandria,  whence  they  were  sent  on  by  Cyril 
to  their  respective  destinations,  the  letter  for  Nestorins  l>eing  for 
a  while  kept  back.  At  the  same  time  Cyril  wrote  to  John  of 
Antioch,  explicitly  ascribing  Celestine's  letter  to  the  Council  of 
bishops  recently  held  at  Rome,  and  laying  stress  on  their  decision 
as  being  one  with  which  "  those  must  comply  who  cling  to  com- 
munion with  the  whole  West."  "  It  is  for  your  Piety  to  consider 
what  is  best  to  be  done."  says  he  with  a  curious  diplomatic  touch ; 
"  I  mean  to  follow  their  judgment,  because  I  am  afraid  of  losing 
their  communion :  what  has  weighed  with  them  Ls  no  trivial  matter, 
but  the  interest  of  the  faith,"  If  he  had  believed  the  Pope's  sole 
decision  to  carry  with  it,  vpio  facto,  that  of  the  Church,  he  would 
never  have  written  thus :  he  would  never  have  merged  the  duty 
of  obeying  the  Pope  in  the  desirableness  of  keeping  on  terms  with 
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"  the  Westerns."  He  wrote  in  the  same  sense  to  Juvenal  of 
Jerusalem,  but  brought  Celestine  personally  forward  as  having  by 
his  letter  fonnulated  a  plan  of  action :  in  this  letter,  as  so  often 
elsewhere,  he  insists  that  to  deny  the  Virgin  to  be  Theot^jcos  is 
to  deny  the  real  Divinity  of  "  the  Emmanuel  on  whom  our  hope  of 
aalvatinn  depends.'* 

John  of  Antioch,  on  receiving  Cyril's  communication  and 
Celestine's,  tcM^k  counsel  with  Theodoret  and  five  other  bislioiis, 
and  "wnite  a  remarkable  letter  to  his  friend  Nestorius.  "(Jan- 
dour,"  he  urges,  "  is  indispensable  among  friends.  I  beg  you 
to  beiir  with  me  if  I  advise  you  in  the  present  crisis :  read  these 
letters  of  our  brethren  Celestine  and  Cyril  "  (he  pointedly  puts 
them  together)  "which  I  now  send  you,  without  passion  or  re- 
sentment; call  in  some  friends  as  counsellors;  let  us  look  into 
this  affair.  Celestine  desires  you  to  take  your  choice  between  two 
alternatives  within  ten  days.  Really,  a  few  lionrs  should  he  suffi- 
cient! I  cannot  doubt  that  you  agree  witli  the  holy  fathers;  why 
hesitate  about  using  the  term  Theotocos,  which  they  used  ?  It  w 
a  mere  fact  that  you  have  occasioned  great  disquietude,  great 
dissension ;  you  have  reopened  the  wound,  the  gap,  between  Con- 
stantinople and  the  West,  which  our  father  Acacius  did  so  much, 
lalKJured  at*  hard,  to  close.  Theodore  did  not  refuse  to  reconsider, 
to  retract,  language  which  you  and  others  objected  to :  after  a  few 
days  he  frankly  came  fon^-ard  and  for  the  Church's  sake  corrected 
his  own  words ;  and  every  one  loved  hira  all  the  better."  (The 
reference  apparently  is  to  a  negation  of  the  title  Theotocos,)  "  I  do 
not  ask  you  t<j  say,  like  a  little  boy,  tliat  you  did  wrong ;  but  as 
I  understand  you  to  have  said  that  you  object  to  the  term  (as  used 
without  explanation),  not  to  a  sound  meaning  attached  to  it,  I  beg 
you  to  accept  it  in  its  sound  meaning,  and  to  remember  that  many 
great  teachers  have  used  it,  and  not  one  has  ever  rejected  it. 
Certainly,  U)  deny  the  sound  meaning — to  say  that  He  who  under- 
took for  our  sake  that  marvellous  "  Economy  "  was  tiot  God.  that 
the  Word  did  not  make  Himself  of  no  account  by  that  ineffable 
and  most  gracious  condescension, — this  would  be  to  err  most 
grievously,  and  to  contradict  the  Scripture,  wliich  affirms  that 
God's  only-begotten  Son  was  'bom  of  a  woman/  It  was  to 
express  this  truth  that  the  term  Theotocos  was  adopted.  It  is 
safe  to  use  it  as  the  fathers  used  it;  and  at  a  time  of  imminent 
perfl  to  Christian  peace,  what  is  thus  the  safe  course  is  the  conrsu 
of  urgent  duty." 
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AbcI  now,  considering  that  it  was  time  to  act,  Cyril  assembled 
;i  Council  at  Alijxandria,  moat  likely  in  November,  It  is  clear 
that  he  was  in  no  hurry  to  carry  out  Celestine's  commission :  he 
waited  for  several  weeks,  in  order  to  avoid  the  appearance  of 
hastiness  and  in  order  to  assemble  his  suffragans  for  synodical 
consultation.  When  they  met  in  full  numbers,  he  laid  the  whole 
case  before  them,  and  a  synodical  letter  was  the  result,  the  famous 
LliinI  letter  of  Cyril  to  Nestoriua,  the  letter  of  the  Twelve  Anathe- 
mfttiama.  It  begins  by  citing  the  words  of  "  our  Savioitr/'  '*  He 
that  loveth  father  and  mother  more  than  Me  is  not  worthy  of  Mo/' 
and  applies  them  to  the  duty  of  prefeiring  the  faith  to  all  other 
considerations.  Then  it  refers  to  the  letter  of  Celestine  to  Nes- 
torius,  which  waa  to  be  transmitted  with  it,  and  states  the  resolution 
therein  announced  as  that  of  the  Council  of  Home  held  under  the 
presidency  of  their"  fellow-minister"  Celestiue — who,  we  observe, 
is  not  put  forwai-d  as  individually  supreme.  What  Nestorius  has 
to  do,  if  he  would  retain  communion  with  Eome  and  Alexandria, 
is  not  merely  to  profess  the  Nicene  Creed — which  is  thereupon  set 
forth  at  length — but  to  adhere  to  its  true  meaning  ;  *'  for  although 
you  profess  it  in  words,  you  have  interpreted  it  perversely." 
Moreover,  Nestorius  must  in  writing  anathematize  his  own  en'ors, 
and  confess  the  true  faith.  Then  coiuea  the  doctrinal  statement, 
which  became  so  important  in  the  controversy.  We  may  sum- 
marise it  as  follows  : — 

The  doctrine  of  the  Incarnation,  involved  in  the  Creed  of  the 
Nicene  fathers,  is,  that  the  only-begotten  Son,  Gbd  of  God,  was 
made  Man ;  that  is,  He  was  really  born  of  the  Virgin,  for  He 
assumed  desh  from  her.  This  condescension  or  self-humiliation 
(which  Cyril  habitually  calls  kenosis,  with  a  reference  to  Phil.  ii. 
7)  is  not  to  be  conceived  of  as  involving  any  abandonment  of,  or 
change  in,  His  divinity,  nor  any  converHiou  of  "  flesh  "  into  divinity, 
or  of  divinity  into  "  HesL**  The  Christ  is  single,  is  one,  is  at  once 
the  Eternal  Word  and  the  Virgin-Ujru,  is  not  individually  separate 
from  the  Word,  so  as  to  be  thought  of  apart  from  Him  ;  not  a 
mere  man  clothed  with  Grod,  aa  was  in  a  measure  the  case  with 
the  saints;  not  a  mere  man  connected  with  the  Word  by  a  so- 
called  union  of  dignity  (which  would  be  unreal),  nor  by  a 
juxtJipoaition,  nor  by  such  a  participation  as  is  non-essential  (in 
technical  phrase,  accidental  or  nou -intrinsic) ;  and  we  must 
s|xscially  avoid  the  term  "connexion,"  as  quite  inadequate  to 
express  the  nmon  whereby  the  Woixl  Himself,  being  truly  God, 
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became  for  us  truly  Man.  The  point  ie,  that  we  have  not  two 
Chriata  in  connexion  with  each  other,  but  one  Christ,  impassible 
in  His  own  original  or  divine  nature,  hut  passible  in  that  flesh 
which  He  took  for  His  own.  This  coxuea  out  in  our  l>eUef  as  to 
the  bloodless  service  of  the  Holy  Eucharist.  We  therein  partake 
of  the  Flesh  and  Blood  of  Clirist ;  but  we  regard  it,  not  as  the 
ilesh  of  a  holy  man,  associated  with,  or  inhabited  by,  the  Word, 
but  as  the  Hesh  which  belongs  to  the  Word :  it  is  life-giving  jiiat 
because  He,  being  Life  us  God,  gave  a  life-giving  power  to  the 
flesh  which  He  assumed ;  it  would  not  be  life-giving,  if  it  wew 
not  thus  really  His.  Then,  as  to  those  sayings  of  Chriat  in  the 
Uospels  which  are  cited  against  this  Personal  Union :  they  do  but 
prove  His  real  Manhood,  and  we  who  acknowledge  it  find  no 
difficulty  in  His  having  spoken  in  accordance  with  it ;  they  are 
quite  consistent  with  our  belief  in  one  Incemiate  "Hypostasis," 
one  Lord  Jesus  Christ,  who  became  our  sinless  High  Priest  and 
Sacrifice  in  His  Manhood,  but  at  the  same  time  possessed,  and 
used,  and  sent  forth,  the  Holy  Spirit  as  His  own,  by  \irtue  of  His 
Godhead;  who  united  the  Manhood  to  Himself  i>ersonally,  and 
that  through  a  woman  who  was  "  Theotocos  "  because,  though  she 
could  not  be  parent  of  the  Word  05  the  Word,  she  yet  gave 
physical  birth  to  the  flesh  which  He  took,  and  therein  to  Him  who 
had  made  it  His  own. 

Here,  properly  speaking,  the  synodical  letter  ended.  But 
**  the  things  to  l>e  anathematized "  were,  in  Cyril's  opinion, 
insufficiently  marked ;  and  he  accordingly  appended  twelve 
anathematismSj  intended  to  leave  no  loophole  for  evaaion, 
80  that  Nestorius  was  required,  not  simply  to  accept  the  term 
Theotocos,  and  to  acknowledge  the  Hypostatic  or  Personal 
Union,  but  to  disown  in  detail  every  phrase  of  the  inculpated 
theory. 

Briefly,  then,  the  errors  to  be  disclaimed  by  Nestorius  wore 
the  following ;  it  was  worthy  of  anathema — 

1.  Not  to  acknowledge  that  Emmanuel  is  really  God,  and  that 
therefore  Moiy  is  Theotocos. 

2.  Not  to  acknowledge  that  the  Word  haa  been  "hyix»8tati- 
cally  "  united  to  flesh,  and  is  one  Christ,  God  and  Man. 

3.  To  say  that  the  Incarnation  involved  u  mere  association  ot 
dignity  between  two  Persons,  not  a  "  natural "  union. 

4.  To  assign  the  Scripture  sayings  about  Christ  to  the  Word 
and  to  a  Man,  or  human  individual,  respectively. 
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5.  To  call  Christ  a  **  God-bearing  Man,"  not  truly  God  as 
being  God's  Son  Incarnate. 

6.  To  say  that  the  Word  is  "God"  or  "Lord"  of  Chiiat, 
instead  of  being  Gad  and  Man. 

7.  To  say  that  the  Word  wrought  on  Jesus  as  on  a  man,  and 
put  His  own  glory  on  him  as  ou  a  separate  individual. 

S.  To  say  that  the  man  supposed  to  be  assumed  by  the  Word 
is  to  be  worshipped,  and  called  God,  along  with  the  Word,  as  one 
(person)  with  another ;  whereas  the  Emmanuel  is  to  be  honoured 
with  one  worship. 

9.  To  say  that  the  Spirit  by  which  Christ  wrought  was  not 
His  own,  but  foreign  to  Himself. 

10.  To  say  that  Chiist  is  our  "  High  Priest  and  Apostle  "  as  a 
person  distinct  from  the  Word,  or  that  He  offered  sacrifice  for 
Himself,  and  not  for  us  only. 

11.  To  say  that  Christ's  Flesh  is  not  the  Word's  own,  and 
therefore  life-giving,  but  the  flesh  of  another  person  connected 
Avith,  or  inhabited  by,  the  Word. 

12.  To  say  that  the  Word  did  not,  in  the  flesh,  suffer  death. 
Such  were  the  memorable  Anathematisms  of  Cyril.   In  drawing 

them  up,  he  doubtless  thought  that  he  was  doing  his  simple  duty, 
and  clearing  away,  once  fur  all,  every  element  of  a  destructive 
heresy  from  the  ground  of  the  Church.  But,  while  we  acknowledge 
his  motives,  and  make  no  question  of  the  erroneousness  of  the 
propositions  thus  denounced  as  flowing  from  the  original  denial 
of  "  the  Theotocos,"  we  miust  observe  that,  in  propounding  these 
anathemas  for  the  acceptance  of  Nestoriua  at  this  moment,  Cyril 
and  his  brethren  outstepped  the  lines  of  moderation,  prudence, 
and  even  of  Christian  equity.  True,  the  Nicene  Creed  in  its 
original  form,  as  they  used  it,  ended  witli  anathemas  against  the 
Arian  statements.  But  the  Alexandrian  Council,  even  when  acting 
with  that  of  Bomo,  was  not  an  oecumenical  synod ;  and  its  ana- 
themas, of  which,  apparently,  Rome  knew  nothing,  were  far  more 
detailed  than  the  Nicene ;  and  as,  ex  hypoilusi,  there  was  still 
a  possibility  of  reclaiming  Nestorius,  it  was  a  grave  mistake  to 
present  to  him,  with  a  peremptory  menace,  so  long  a  string  of 
sentences  condemnatory  of  his  own  alleged  assertions — ^a  series 
of  orthodox  statements  cast  into  the  hardest  and  most  imperative 
mould,  and  quite  certain  to  be  isolated  from  the  letter  which  was 
to  expand  their  pur()ort  To  do  this  was  to  throw  away  the  chance 
of  impressing  him ;  a  shorter  test  might  have  been  substantially 
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adequate,  and  would  assuredly  have  avoided  the  appearance  of 
harsh  do^rinatLsra ;  and  further,  whereas  the  letter  itself  led  up 
ouly  carefully  and  gradually  to  the  crucial  term  around  which  the 
controversy  had  gathered,  an  acceptance  of  that  term  was  placed 
in  the  very  forefront  of  the  anathemas  to  be  suljscribed.  Nor  had 
Cyril  taken  all  needful  pains  in  the  choice  of  hia  phraseology : 
some  of  the  anathematisuis,  e.g,  the  thii-d  and  the  twelfth^  were  at 
least  one-sided  in  theii*  wording,  and  needed  a  favourable  interpre- 
tation to  clear  them  from  the  charge  of  neglecting  or  obscuring 
another  aspect  of  the  twofold  mystery — the  distinctness  and  reality 
of  Christ's  Manhood.  For  in  the  one,  the  term  "  natural "  might 
suggest  a  fusion  of  natures ;  in  the  other,  there  was  need  of  more 
emphatic  limitation  of  the  sphere  of  our  Lord's  sufferings.  Nor 
was  there,  in  some  others,  a  sufficient  recognition  of  His  depen- 
dence, in  Hia  humanity,  on  Hia  Father's  support,  and  on  the 
presence  of  the  Holy  Spirit,  sis  mysteriously  consistent  with  the 
operation  of  His  own  divinity.  Hence  came  trouble  enough  to 
C^Til  and  his  friends — passionate  criticisms,  imputations  of"  Apol- 
linariani2ing,"  perplexity,  dissension,  a  coll  for  elaborate  explana- 
tions, a  protracted  uncertainty  as  to  the  standing  of  these  twelve 
"articles"  in  the  Church.  When  explained  by  other  language  of 
Cyril's,  they  will  commend  themselves  to  any  thoughtful  student 
who  believes  Jesus  Christ  to  be  literally  God.  I?ut  iu  themselves 
they  certainly,  for  the  time,  tended  rather  to  complicate  than  to 
simplify  the  question  at  issue.  It  is  but  right,  however,  to  re- 
member that  (_!yril  never  suppost^d  his  phrases,  or  any  phrases,  to 
l>e  properly  adequate  to  the  mystery :  that  mystery  was,  he  felt, 
vaster  and  deeper  than  all  thought  could  fathom. 

No  adequate  sense  of  future  difficulties  can  have  been  present 
to  the  eager  mind  of  the  great  Egyptian  theologian,  when  ho 
entrusted  the  document  to  four  bishops,  Theo)iemptns,  Daniel^ 
Potammon,  and  Macarius,  and  with  it  the  Roman  letter  of  warning 
or  *' judgment,"  and  two  letters  from  himself  and  his  synod  to  the 
clerg}'  and  laity,  and  to  the  monks,  of  Constantinople.  In  the 
former  of  these,  Cyril  excuses  himself  for  not  having  acted  sooner 
in  defence  of  the  faith.  He  had  been  hoping  that  "  the  most  pious 
bishop  Nestorius "  would  have  been  moved  by  remonstrance  to 
correct  his  error.  That  hope  was  all  but  gone.  If  Nestorius 
should  refuse  this  last  summons,  it  would  lje  their  duty  to  bold 
no  intercourse  with  him.  All  faithful  persons  excommunicated 
by  him  were  assured  of  the  communion  of  Eome  and  Alexandria. 
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To  the  monks  a  shorter  exhortation,  in  the  same  tone,  was 
addresseil ;  and  thus,  in  the  latter  part  of  November,  some  three 
months  after  the  Roman  Council,  the  Alexandrian  deputies  set 
forth  on  an  errand  which  wjis  manifestly  critical,  and  might  prove 
60  be  highly  dangerous.  It  was  no  light  task  to  bear  such  a 
missive  to  the  bishop  of  Constantiiiople  in  his  own  city,  and 
within  reach  of  full  imperial  support.  When  Cyril  saw  them  sail 
out  of  the  Great  Harbour,  he  must  have  been  thrilled  with  a  con- 
sciousness that  the  die  was  indeed  caat :  he  probably  exjjected  a 
struggle^  a  far-spreading  conflict^  perhaps  a  schism,  and  a  collision 
with  the  Emperor ;  but  he  had  hardly,  we  may  think,  contem- 
plated the  change  of  affairs  and  the  new  forms  of  difficulty  which, 
nevertheless,  were  close  at  hand.  In  order  to  understand  them, 
we  must,  as  it  were,  place  ourselves  at  Constantinople  before  the 
arrival  of  the  deputies  from  Alexandria. 

It  had  already  been  thought  by  some  opponents  of  Nestorius 
that  a  General  Council  would  afford  the  only  remedy  for  the 
existing  troubles.  But  he  himself  and  his  friends  might  hope  to 
work  such  a  Council  in  their  own  interest ;  and  it  was,  in  fact,  at 
his  request  that  Theodusius  resolved  to  assemble  it  and  promul- 
gated his  letters  of  convocation  on  the  19th  of  November,  setting 
forth  the  connexion  between  religious  and  political  interests  in  the 
received  style  of  a  Christian  Emperor,  such  as  had  been  originated 
under  Couatontine  and  waa  to  be  handed  down  to  a  long  series 
of  Byzantine  monarchs,  to  such  Western  sovereigns  as  Charles  the 
Great  and  Lewis  the  Pious,  and  to  the  Tudors  and  Stuarts  of  our 
own  country.  "  We  make  it  our  special  duty,"  says  the  Emperor, 
very  much  in  the  tone  of  Charles  I.'s  Declaration  respecting  the 
Anglican  '*  Articles,"  "  to  have  the  Church  in  such  a  condition  as 
will  be  worthy  of  God  and  beneficial  to  our  reign ; "  and  he  adds, 
in  the  character  of  a  "  Supremo  Governor,"  that  ho  is  aolicitous 
for  the  blamelessness  of  the  clei^y,  and  '*  of  those  who  discharge 
the  high  priesthood."  For  some  time,  he  aays,  lie  had  been  think- 
ing about  a  synod  of  the  bishops  "  from  all  quaiters,"  but  now  the 
dissensions  between  Churchmen  make  further  delay  impossible. 
Therefore  the  metropolitans  addressed  in  this  circular  are  instructed 
to  attend,  with  such  and  so  many  of  theii-  sufiragans  as  they  shall 
deem  fit,  at  Ephesus  on  the  ensuing  Whitsunday.  The  pith  of  the 
letter,  so  far  as  we  can  trace  in  it  the  influence  of  Nestorius,  is 
contained  in  the  words,  "  No  new  step  being  taken  by  any 
individual,  before   the  assembling  of  the  synod  and  its  genenil 
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resolutions."  Thus  it  was  intended  by  Nestoriua  to  anticipate  any 
hostile  action  of  Rome  or  Alexandria  by  setting  in  motion  a  power 
which  would  suspend  the  exercise  of  any  authority  below  that  of 
the  collective  episcopate :  a  clear  proof,  if  proof  were  wanted,  of 
the  position,  at  that  age,  of  even  the  greatest  bishops  in  reference 
to  an  cucumenical  synod.  But  Nestorius  furthermore  persuaded 
the  Emperor  to  write  a  special  letter  to  Cyril,  severely  complain- 
ing of,  or  rather  censuring,  what  is  described  as  his  "  subtle 
diplomacy "  and  his  "  mischiof-making  rashness/*  and  in  parti- 
cular the  line  he  had  taken,  "specially  unbefitting  a  bishop,"  in 
writing  to  "  the  Augusta  Pulcheria  "  apart  from  the  Emperor,  as  if 
there  were  any  divisions  in  the  imperial  family,  or  as  if  he  saw 
his  way  to  causing  any  such.  This  fault,  however,  the  Emperor 
graciously  condones,  lest  Cyril  should  say  that  he  had  been  cen- 
sured for  upholding  true  religion;  but  he  adds  a  wai*ning  that  the 
coming  s3ruod'8  decision  must  be  accepted,  and  that,  with  a  view 
to  its  being  duly  made,  there  must  be  no  domineering  on  the  part 
of  any  individual :  Cyril  is  to  attend  with  his  brother  metro- 
politans, and  to  lay  aside  all  unfriendly  feeling,  all  excitement,  all 
that  is  inconsistent  with  fair  and  patient  discussion — there  being, 
it  is  expressly  said,  no  other  way  in  which  he  can  regain  hia 
Sovereign's  favour.  Such  was  the  letter ;  widch,  as  Newman  has 
truly  said,  exhibited  a  pee^'iah  soreness  of  feeling  towards  Cyril, 
even  a  resentment  against  him,  on  grounds  personal  as  well  as 
public — not  unnatural  in  such  a  prince  placed  in  such  a  position. 
The  tone  which  he  takes  is  the  best  indication  of  the  motive  which 
now  led  him  to  summon  the  Council :  he  "  flattered  himself  that 
this  step  would  put  an  end  to  what  he  considered  the  factious 
clamour  against "  his  own  archbishop.  And  thus  we  see  that, 
although  Cyril  persuaded  himself  that  the  general  body  of 
Asiatic  prelates  would  side  with  liim  against  Nestorius,  Nestorius 
himself  on  his  part  was  not  leas  sanguine.  About  the  end  of 
November  he  ^vrote  to  (.destine,  to  the  effect  that  Cyril  was 
"  trying,  in  alarm,  to  avoid  the  intended  synod ; "  that  he,  for 
his  part,  did  not  oppose  the  use  of  Theotocoa,  if  the  idea  of  a 
fusion  uf  natures  were  excluded,  but  that  "  Cliristotucos  "  had 
undeniably  a  higher  warrant,  and  was  a  safeguard  against  opjK)- 
site  extremes;  and  that  the  Council  would  easily  settle  the 
question  of  terms  without  prejudice  to  the  doctrine  of  the 
divinity  of  Jesus. 

It  is  carious  and  interesting  to  obser\'e  the  position  which 
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Nestorius  took  up,  when,  nearly  three  "weeks  after  he  had  got  the 
imiJeiiiil  Bummons  sent  forth  to  the  Eiastem  metropoKtans,  the 
long-delayed  arrival  of  the  llornan  and  Alexandrian  ultimatum 
was  signified  to  him.  It  was  Sunday,  December  7,  wiien  the  foiu* 
Egyptian  bishops  (aa  the  seniors  of  them  afterwards  told  the  story) 
went  up  to  the  episcopal  palace,  where,  it  seems,  they  found  tlie 
archbishop  with  his  clergy,  and  almost  all  the  mea  of  **  illustrious  " 
rank,  the  Iiighesfc  civil  dignitaries  iu  the  capital,  and  presented  their 
documents  to  him.  Nestorius  bade  them  come  the  next  day,  and 
he  would  see  them  privately  ;  but  when,  on  the  Monday,  they 
returned,  they  found  his  door  shut,  and  "  he  did  not  honour  them 
with  an  answer."  Five  days  passed,  and  nothing  happened,  but 
on  the  following  Saturday,  the  13th  of  December,  he  preached  in 
the  cathedral,  beginning  with  a  dulcet  commendation  of  charity 
which  had  been  a  preceding  preacher's  topic,  and  a  dtiscription  of  the 
bond  of  mutual  dependence  which  linked  all  men,  Goths,  Spaniards, 
Africans,  to  each  other.  Then  he  went  on  to  fipeak  of  the  Lord  of 
all,  as  having  put  on  our  nature  as  an  "  inseparable  garment ; " 
insisting  that  whatever  Christ  did,  towards  the  living  or  the  dead, 
He  did  with  it  upon  Him  :  and  he  went  on  to  denounce  Paul  of 
Samosata,  who  was  mad  enough  "  to  think  that  the  Manliood 
existed  without  the  Godhead,"  He  proceeded  to  confess  One 
Christ — two  natures,  but  one  Only  Son — in  terms  which  of  them- 
selves were  sufficiently  orthodox.  He  apostrophized  Cyril  as 
having  employed  bribery  and  calumny,  and  having  imitated 
former  bishops  of  Alexandria  in  their  treatment  of  Flavian  and 
Meletius,  Nectarius,  and  "  John."  Then  he  said  that  Theotocos 
was  a  plirase  accepted  by  heretics,  such  as  Apolliuariaus  and 
Anans,  even  Eunomians :  but  he  would  make  a  concession ;  let 
Cjoil  condemn  the  heretical  sense  of  Theotocos,  i.e.  the  notion  of  a 
coinmLxture  of  the  natures,  and  he  woidd  accept  the  term  in  its 
sound  sense — exactly  what  John  of  Antioch  had  pressed  upon 
him.  A  concession,  ho  said,  of  this  kind  was  like  the  condescen- 
sions of  St,  Paul  to  his  brethren's  weakness  when  he  became  all 
tilings  to  all  men.  He  goes  on  iu  effect,  "  If  I  am  to  say  *  Theo- 
tocos '  with  you  in  a  sound  sense,  you  must  say  '  Anthropotocos ' 
with  me  in  a  sound  sense,  and  *  Christotocos,'  which  combines 
both.  Do  not  confine  yourself  to  'Theotocos.'  Compare  me  to 
Paul  of  Samosata  I  "Why,  that  lieretic  denied  the  Godhead  of  the 
Son."  After  this,  ]^estorius  thinks  it  worth  while  to  contend 
against   the  notion  of  the  "mutability"  of  the  Godhead.     He 
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referred  to  the  text, "  Christ  .  ,  .  became  a  ciirao  for  ua."  Without 
naming  John  of  Antioch,  he  gave  his  own  explanation  of  the 
text,  '*  God  sent  forth  His  Son,  horn  of  a  woman/'  which  John  had 
adduced  in  support  of  Thentocas :  he  ailded  that  he  himself  had 
not  said,  *'  The  Son  is  one,  the  Word  another ; "  he  liad  said^  "  The 
Word  is  Son  by  nature,  and  the  '  Temple '  by  nature  is  another 
Son,  made  one  by  conjunction/*  distinguishing  "  Man  "  from  "  God  " 
— a  statement  literally  iiTeconcilable  with  the  earlier  part  of  this 
same  discourse  about  the  "  sound  sense  "  of  Theotocos.  The  idea 
of  mission,  he  added,  belongs  not  to  the  Word,  but  to  the  Son,  who 
is  God  the  Word  and  niiin  incfimate ;  for  the  Divine  nature  could 
not  be  "  sent."  He  concluded  liy  deprecating  a  disputatious  spirit, 
such  as  the  Egyptians  manifested,  but  such  as  would  not  be 
allowed  to  have  its  swing  in  the  imperial  city.  *'  No  physician 
cures  wounds  by  fresh  wounds.  For  peace*  sake  I  endure  the 
temerity  of  tyranny,  and  do  not  return  kick  for  kick.  Tliose 
who  say  Theotocos  only  are  deficient  in  what,  perhaps,  they  will 
afterwards  acquire  ;  still  they  are  members  of  the  Church.  So  too 
are  those  who  say  AntJiropotocos  only :  it  is  l>e8t  to  say  both.  Let 
us  lay  aside  contentiousness ;  let  us  care  only  for  this,  that  God 
the  Word  be  not  called  a  creature,  nor  the  Manhood  which  was 
assumed  be  called  imperfect/'  On  the  next  day.  Sunday,  the 
14th  of  December,  after  spending  an  unusual  time  in  the  "  secre- 
tarium "  or  private  room  of  the  cathedral  over  Church  business, 
he  ascended  hia  throne  to  take  part  in  the  celebration  of  the 
Eucharist,  and  preached  a  shorter  sermon,  at  the  urgent  request  of 
his  clergy,  to  a  crowded  congregation.  After  some  general  remarks 
as  to  the  universal  utility  of  the  knowledge  of  true  religion,  "  I 
must  spare  mysellV  he  said,  "  for  I  am  weary,  and  you  are  uncom- 
fortable from  being  so  thickly  packed  together.*'  He  again  iwcd 
careful  and  fairly  accurate  language  about  the  Incarnation ;  re- 
peated his  statement  that  "  Christ "  represented  both  asjKicts  of 
it ;  accepted  the  term  Theotocos  in  regard  to  one  aspect  of  it,  but, 
raising  his  voice  as  he  spoke  {xwmm>a  voce  prodanw,  says  the 
Latin  version),  insisted  that  it  should  be  balanced  by  Anthrop>otoco8, 
in  order  to  represent  both  sides  of  the  truth.  If  Nestorius  had 
always  spoken  thus,  there  would  indeed  have  been  little  occasion 
for  controversy ;  and  we  are  told  that  this  sermon  was  greeted 
witlj  loud  applause,  and  with  anathemas  against  any  who  taught 
otherwise.  Did  any  in  that  shouting  company  remember  Anastasius 
and  Dorotheus  ? 
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Nestorias  sent  these  two  sermons  to  John,  togather  with  an 
answer  to  his  letter  of  advice.  He  complained  gently  of  any 
doubt  being  cast  upon  his  orthodoxy,  but  said  that  he  must  bear 
this  trial  with  cheerfulness.  As  to  the  term  Theotocos,  he  had 
granted  it  to  be  permissible,  when  taken  in  a  sense  clear  of 
heresy ;  and  he  begged  John  to  give  bimself  no  uneasiness,  and 
to  look  forward  to  a  speedy  meeting  at  the  ensuing  Council. 
*'  Aa  for  the  presumption  of  the  Egyptians,  your  Piety  should  not 
marvel  at  it."  "Tread  your  letter  in  church;  it  was  very  effec- 
tive." John  received  these  documents  with  satisfaction,  and, 
on  the  other  hand,  was  highly  dissatisfied  with  the  anathemas 
of  Cyril  and  his  synod.  He  wrote  to  Firmus,  bishop  of  Cappa- 
docian  Cjesiirea,  sajdng  that  he  doubted  whether  they  could  be 
Cyril's  ;  their  style  was  unlike  Ms,  and  their  tone  was  Apolli- 
narian,  for  they  made  the  body  of  Christ  to  be  of  one  "  nature  *' 
with  the  Godhead,  which  was  to  degrade  the  Godhead ;  and  they 
contained  some  other  novelties  of  expression.  Firmus  would  do 
well  to  examine  them,  and  condemn  them  in  a  synod.  At 
Constantinople,  John  wrote,  the  strife  was  happily  allayed. 
Nestorius  having,  by  his  advice,  admitted  the  phrase  with  a 
sound  explanation.  It  might  seem,  indeed,  that  Nestorius  had 
either  explained  his  meaniug  or  modified  his  opinions,  although 
a  careful  examination  of  his  most  recent  language  might  at  any 
rate  raise  a  doubt  whether  he  did  not  still  understand  the  In- 
carnation in  an  unreal  sense,  aa  a  very  close  and  intimate  associa- 
tion of  two  persons ;  whether,  therefore,  Theotocos,  as  admitted 
by  him,  was  not  an  illusory  term — aa,  indeed,  later  events  showed 
it  to  be.  Had  the  controversy  been  by  some  means  closed  here, 
Nestorius  would  have  probably  maintained  his  standing  within 
the  Church's  lines  of  theological  language ;  his  confused  and 
inconsistent  phrases,  even  his  pnma  facie  heretical  ones,  would 
have  received  a  "  benign  interpretation." 

But  Nestorius  did  not  allow  the  controversy  to  stop  here. 
Besentment  at  Cyril's  proposed  anathemas  was  too  powerful 
with  him  for  prudence.  He  imitated  Cyril's  tactics  by  meeting 
anathema  with  anathema ;  and  his  real  mind  was  disclosed  in  a 
denes  of  articles,  extant  only  in  a  Latin  version.  They  condemn 
the  following  statements : — 

1.  That  Emmanuel  should  be  called  true  God  (or  God  the 
Word)  rather  than  *'  God  with  us ; "  that  Mary  should  be  called 
Mother  of  God  the  Word,  and  not  simply  mother  of  Emmanuel ; 
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and  that  the  Word  was  turned  into  flesh,  which  He  assumed  by 
way  of  exhibiting  His  Godhead. 

2.  That  in  the  "  conjunction  "  there  is  a  local  change  of  the 
Diviae  essence,  that  it  is  included  in  flesh,  that  the  flesh  acquired 
a  Divine  infinity,  and  that  God  and  Man  are  one  in  "  nature." 

3.  That  Christ,  who  is  Emmanuel,  is  one,  not  by  "  conjunc- 
tion," but  in  "  nature ; "  whereas  in  fact  there  is  an  association  of 
the  Word  and  of  the  Man  assumed  by  Him. 

4.  That  all  Scripture  sayings  about  Christ  can  be  referred  to 
one  "  nature,"  and  that  God  the  Word  sufifered  in  Deity,  as  well 
as  in  Manhood. 

5.  That  the  Son  of  God  is  by  "  nature  "  one  after  the  assump- 
tion of  the  Man. 

6.  That  the  "  form  of  a  servant "  is  like  the  Word,  eternal  and 
uncreate. 

7.  That  the  Virgin-bom  Man  is  the  Only-begotten,  and  not 
rather  that  He  shares  in  the  title  of  the  Only-begotten  because  of 
His  being  "  united  "  to  Him. 

8.  That  the  "  form  of  a  servant "  is  to  be  worshipped  for  its 
own  sake,  in  its  own  nature,  and  not  rather  because  of  its  con- 
junction and  connexion  with  the  true  and  sovereign  nature  of 
the  Only-begotten. 

9.  That  this  "  form  "  is  co-essential  with  the  Spirit,  instead  of 
being  conjoined  to  the  Word  by  the  medium  of  the  Spirit,  and 
thus  enabled  to  work  miracles. 

10.  That  the  Word,  and  not  rather  Emmanuel,  became  the 
"High  Priest  and  Apostle  of  our  confession,"  instead  of  the 
properties  of  God  being  attributed  to  God,  and  those  of  man  to 
the  Man,  in  the  association  of  the  Son  (of  God  with  the  Son  of 
Mary). 

11.  That  the  flesh  "united"  to  the  Word  is  life-giving  in  its 
own  nature ;  whereas  our  Lord  says,  "  The  flesh  proflteth  nothing." 

12.  That  the  Passion  may  be  ascribed  indifferently  to  the 
Word  and  to  the  flesh,  without  distinguishing  between  the  re- 
spective dignities  of  the  natures. 

Nestorius  took  nothing,  or  very  little,  by  these  anathemas. 
They  were  confusedly  and  awkwardly  written.  Some  of  them 
were  certainly  negations  of  errors  which  had  existed,  and  might 
still  exist,  or  revive ;  but  in  others  his  incurable  habit  of  regard- 
ing the  Word  and  the  Man  as  two  beings  distinctly  showed  itself, 
and  proved  that  his  acceptance  of  Theotocos,  reluctant  as  it  was. 
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had  also  been  unreal — as  unreal  as  his  way  of  using  the  term 
"  united  "  when  he  only  meant  "  combined."  We  mtist,  of  course, 
admit  the  difficulty,  in  this  controversy,  of  finding  language 
precisely  balanced — of  30  stating  the  Poi-sonal  Oneness  as  not  to 
merge  Manhood  into  Godhead,  of  so  stating  the  distinctness  of 
Manhood  without  virtually  "  dividing  "  the  Christ,  But  we  can 
hardly  accept  this  as  an  excuse  for  such  parts  of  this  unhappy  pre- 
late's language  as  practically  determined  the  Church's  judgment 
against  him.  He  was,  we  must  regretfully  admit,  a  disciple,  if 
not  always  a  consistent  disciple,  of  Theodore. 

Marius  Mercator,  indefatigably  ziinlous  against  different  forms 
of  error,  drew  up  a  pamphlet  in  which  the  anathemas  of  Cyril 
were  compared  with  those  of  Nestoriua,  and  the  "  wicked  "  sayings 
of  the  latter  were  "  contradicted,"  in  paragraphs,  by  "a  Catholic." 
It  is  to  this  document  that  we  owe  our  knowledge,  in  a  Latin 
version,  of  the  Neatoriau  anathemas ;  and  perhaps  their  obscurity 
of  language  may  be  due  to  some  faults  in  the  translation.  Mer- 
cator remarks  on  the  incoherence  of  thought  which  ho  tinds  in 
Nestorius,  but  affirms  that  ho  "never  really  departs  from  Ms 
wicked  intention  of  bringing  in  one  person  who  shoukl  lie 
regarded  as  by  nature  Son  of  God,  and  another  conjoined  to  Him 
by  associationj  who  should  be  caXUd  Son,  and  Grod,  but  should  not 
be  naturally  and  really  God."  In  some  passages — says  Mercator, 
>vith  obnous  truth — I^estorius  is  fighting  a  shadow,  and  contradict- 
ing what  no  one  would  tliijik  of  asserting,  i.e.  that  the  Godhead  could 
suffer  anything.  He  illustrates  Nestorius' s  meaning  by  quotations 
from  his  discourses ;  and  severely  criticizes  his  argument  from  the 
Nicene  Council's  silence  about  Theotocos,  remarking  that  the 
Nicene  Creed  unequivocally  identifies  Jesus  mth  the  co-essential 
and  Only-begotten  Son  of  God — which,  of  course,  was  the  heart  of 
the  whole  matter. 

So  the  year  430  came  to  a  close,  amid  the  excitements  of  an 
interrupted  controversy  and  the  prepai-ations  for  a  Council  on  the 
grand  scale,  resembling  that  of  Nicffia.  For  in  this  matter,  as  in 
others,  the  theory  of  a  united  empire  was  preserved,  the  Western 
Emperor's  name  beijig  united  \vith  that  of  the  Eastern ;  and 
Tbcodosius  showed  his  appreciation  of  the  importance  of  the 
AMcan  Church  by  sending  an  invitation  to  its  hierarchy,  and  by 
expressly  addressing  his  letter  to  that  one  bishop  of  a  second-rate 
seaside  town  who  had  for  so  long  been  its  great  ornament,  its 
most    honoured   teacher,   and   indeed   the   theological   oracle    of 
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Weetem  Christendom.  Bat  it  was  too  lata.  Though  not  yet 
known  to  the  court  of  Conatantiiiople,  un  event  had  iilremly 
happened  which  was  to  make  the  Vandal  siege  of  Hippo  tor  ever 
memorable :  that  event  was  the  death  of  St.  Augustine. 

It  was  now  more  than  a  year  since  the  unhappy  breach  of 
Boniface,  "  Count  **  of  Africa,  with  liis  own  government,  and  his 
yet  more  unhappy  correspondence  with  the  Vandals  of  Spain, 
extenuated  as  it  may  be  by  the  intrigues  of  his  rival  Aetius,  had 
precipitated  tlio  ruin  of  "  seven  fruitful  provinces."  Augustine  had 
already  remonstrated  with  Boniface,  whom  he  respected  and  loved, 
as  to  his  ne^lisence  in  the  guardianship  of  the  Ilomau  territory 
against  "  African  barbarians."  But  now  a  more  formidable  body 
of  barbarians,  "who  in  twenty  yeai-s  had  penetrated  from  tlie 
Elbe  to  Mount  Atlas,"  had  assembled  in  force  on  the  other  side 
of  the  Straits  of  Gibraltar,  and  pre^mred  to  swoop  down  upon  the 
prey  which  they  expected  to  find  in  the  great  African  settlement 
where  "  Roman  art  and  magnificence  "  had  raised  so  many  trophies, 
and  where  a  long  sunsliine  of  prosperity  had  so  enervated  and 
corrupted  a  dense  population,  that  Salvian  could  describe  "  Africa," 
and  yet  more  Carthage  itself,  as  "  a  sink  "  of  all  the  vices,  and 
pecnliarly  given  to  sensuality  and  even  to  "  blasphemy "  and 
heathenish  proclivities.  Granting  all  tliat  might  be  said  of  an 
exaggerative  tone  in  this  earnest  writer's  scatlung  denunciations, 
it  remains  a  matter  of  sad  reflection  that  a  people  on  whom 
religious  influences  had  so  long  been  at  work,  who  had  seen  so 
many  ecclesiastical  councils,  and  been  tended  by  so  many  saintly 
jiaators,  shoukl  have  been  morally  no  better  fitted  to  stand  the 
fiery  trial  when  it  came.  The  invasion  took  place  in  the  May 
of  429 ;  and  the  Vandal  king,  whose  name  of  Gaiseric  was  to  be 
so  terrible,  and  in  whom  reserve  and  craft  were  combined  with 
moods  of  stormy  passion,  led  over  fifty  thousand  soldiers  into 
Africa.  Thus  began  that  stem  and  strong  dominion  of  a  barbaric 
race  and  a  heretical  creed — for  the  Vandals,  like  the  Goths,  were 
Arians,  and,  although  temjjerate,  were  pitilessly  hard — a  dominion 
which  was  destined  to  bold  the  African  provinces  for  somewliat 
more  than  a  century,  and  then  to  fall  before  the  eneigy  of 
Belisarius. 

Augustine  was  in  his  seventy-fifth  year  when  the  troubles  tliat 
thickened  with  the  Vandal  invasion  compelleil  him  to  leave  un- 
finished his  work  against  Juhon.  He  executed  a  task  which  grew 
out  of  a  conference  with  an  Arian  bishop  named  Maximio,  who 
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had  accompftnied  the  Gothic  auxiliaries  of  the  Western  empire ; 
and  we  fiad  some  of  the  clearest  and  tersest  specimens  of  Latin 
Trinitarian  argument  in  the  two  books  which  Augustine  *irew  iip 
"  against  Maximin."  Another  work  of  his  last  days  was  the  short 
treatise  upon  Heresies,  necessarily  incomplete^  aa  he  himself  felt, 
and  yet  full  enough  of  information,  gathered  in  great  part  from 
the  Latin  translation  of  Eusebius  which  had  been  executed,  years 
before,  by  Euliuus.  He  laboured  to  bring  back  Boniface  to  his 
duty ;  and  that  credulous  victim  of  a  court  intrigue  became  con- 
vinced that  he  had  been  duped  respecting  the  intentionw  of  the 
government  towards  him  on  the  one  hand,  and  that  Placidia 
had  been  duped  respecting  him  on  the  other.  This  conviction 
was  produced  by  an  interview  between  the  revolted  count  and  a 
high  officer  of  the  empire  named  Darius,  who  received  about  the 
same  time  a  cordial  letter  from  Augustine,  and  replied  in  terms 
of  fervent  respectful  affection.  Darius  sent,  also,  by  a  i)riest  some 
remedies  which  hia  physician  thought  likely  to  be  useful  for  the 
maladies  of  the  aged  bishop. 

But  the  return  of  Boniface  to  his  loyalty  came  too  late.  He 
was  defeated  by  the  Vandals  and  threw  himself  into  Hippo. 
They  besieged  it.  Augustine,  who  had  written  to  a  bishop  named 
Honoratus  that  chief  pastors  ought  not  to  quit  their  Hocks,  except 
there  were  other  ministers  left  to  supply  their  place  whose  lives  were 
not  similarly  sought  for,  hatl  with  liim  several  bishops,  and  among 
other  friends  his  biographer  Possidius,  who  teDs  how  the  great 
teacher,  whose  mind  had  so  often  revolved  the  mysteries  of  the 
Divine  providence,  was  fain,  in  this  supreme  trial  of  faith  and 
patience,  to  repent  the  words  that  afterwards  consoled  an  Emperor 
in  the  anguish  of  his  downfall,  "Kighteous  art  Thou,  0  Lord,  and 
true  are  Thy  judgments."  He  kept  on  praying — and  his  friends 
and  fellow-citizens  with  him — "that  God  would  either  deliver 
Hippo,  or  at  least  would  strengthen  His  sen-ants  to  bear  His  will, 
or  would  remove  Augustine  from  a  world  so  full  of  misery."  The 
siege  had  begun  in  June  430 :  in  August,  Augustine  was  smitten 
with  fever,  and  saw  that  the  latter  part  of  his  prayer  was  about  to 
be  heard.  It  had  been  a  saying  of  his  that  "  the  most  approved 
Christians  and  priests  ought  not  to  die  without  a  fitting  and 
sufBcient  course  of  penitence ; "  and  acting  on  this  principle,  he 
caused  "  those  few  psalms  of  David  which  treat  of  penitence  to 
be  written  out  in  leaves,  and  placed  against  the  wall  opposite 
to  his  bed,  and  so  he  used  to  read,  and  weep  abundantly."  What 
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a  picture  it  is ! — the  aged  saint,  at  whose  feet,  aa  it  were,  the  whole 
Church  had  sat  listening  as  to  the  voice  of  an  angel,  now  in  his 
old  Fige  and  in  his  last  illness,  pent  uj)  in  n  besieged  city  which 
might  expect  the  extremities  of  Vandal  cruelty,  musing  Ijy  times, 
with  many  a  reference  to  his  favourite  text»  "  0  altitudo  \  "  on  tho 
awful  inscrutable  judgments,  the  ways  past  finding  out,  which 
had  brought  this  crushing  storm  upon  his  people  and  his  Church, 
and  had  apparently  rmned  the  Catholic  cause  in  a  land  where  it  had 
long  l)een  triumphant ;  then  calling  up  in  a  retrospect  the  forty- 
four  years  which  had  elapsed  since  his  conversion,  their  manifold 
anxieties  and  laVjours,  all  to  end,  aa  it  might  appear,  in  a  death 
which  to  the  world  would  seem  so  dreary — all  not  to  end,  as  his 
faith  told  him.  so  far  as  they  had  been  undergone  and  performed 
according  to  the  good  Will  that  preordained  them ;  then  entering 
more  deeply  into  himself,  gazing  at  the  ''  Miserere  *'  and  the  "  De 
profundis,"  aa  if  they  were  the  interpreters  of  lus  inmost  soul. 
About  the  18th  of  that  sad  August,  all  visitors  were  excluded 
except  at  tho  hours  for  food  and  medicine  :  on  the  28th,  retaining 
all  his  faculties  to  the  last,  he  passed  away  in  the  presence  of  loving 
and  loyal  friends,  who  stood  liyand  prayed  with  him,  and  presently 
took  part  in  the  Eucharistic  sacrifice  which  accompanied  his  burial, 
as  he  had  taken  part  in  it  on  the  occasion  of  Ids  mother's. 
Never,  surely,  never,  in  spite  of  exaggerations  and  impetuosities 
in  his  habit  of  thought,  had  the  Faith  of  Christ  a  tnier  or  worthier 
votary.  Never  was  there  a  man  who  more  genuinely  carried  out 
his  belief  into  his  life ;  never  a  pastor  or  prelate  who  lived  more 
habitually  in  the  felt  presence  of  the  Supreme  Shepherd ;  never  a 
theologian  who,  amid  all  his  abstract  speculations,  or  while  plung- 
ing into  metaphysical  depths,  kept  before  1dm  more  tenaciously, 
more  enthusiastically,  that  great  thought  which  is  tlie  salt  of 
theological  study,  the  thought  of  a  Living  God  personally  self- 
revealed;  never,  finally,  a  preacher  or  guide  of  souls  who  could 
help  his  brethren  with  a  richer  experience,  a  tenderer  or  more 
effective  symjjathy,  a  keener  remembrance  of  all  tho  "way"  by 
which  he  had  himself  been  "led,"  a  more  affectionate  solicitous 
earnestness  to  bring  them  whither  he  himself  had  been  brought, 
so  aa  to  find  rest  for  heart  and  soul  in  the  service  of  Him  who, 
in  his  own  penetrating  words,  had  "made  them  for  Himself:^ 
"Fecisti  nos  ad  te,  et  inquietum  est  cor  nostrum  donee  roqui- 
escat  in  te.*'  We  may,  to  some  extent,  appreciate  the  humble 
wish  of  the  laborious  Tillemont,  at  the  end  of  his  tliick  volume  on 
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St,  Augustine,  "  that  He  who  could  do  eveiything  would  raise  up 
and  inspire  some  one  to  make  a  true  portrait  not  of  the  outward 
actions,  but  of  the  mind  and  the  virtue  of  this  great  Saint,  in 
order  to  make  us  see  whatever  is  greatest  and  holiest  in  the 
Gospel  illustrated  iu  his  works  and  practised  in  his  conduct." 
Most  appropriate  was  the  selection  made  in  the  Parisian  Breviary 
of  an  antiphon  at  Magnificat  on  the  eve  of  his  festival,  "  Gratia 
Dei  sum  id  quod  sum,  et  gratia  ejus  in  me  vacua  non  fuit." 


CHAPTER   XXX\'IIT. 


THE  COUNCIL  OF  EPHBSUS.— PART   I. 


We  must  now  return  to  the  Nestorian  controversy,  and  observe 
how,  in  the  opening  of  431,  Cyril's  want  of  due  consideiution  in 
the  framing  of  his  twelve  anathemas  had  alienated  some  to  whom 
he  had  looked  for  support,  and  given  no  smaU  practical  encourage- 
ment to  the  advocates  of  the  teacliing  which  he  coudeuiued.  John 
of  Antioch,  as  we  have  seen,  was  seriously  offended  by  the 
auuthomas  as  a  whole,  although  there  is  no  reason  to  doubt  that 
he  would  have  acquiesced  in  the  doctrine  of  the  letter  to  which 
Llioy  had  been  appended.  "  He  thought/'  says  Liberatus,  arch- 
deacon of  Carthage  in  the  next  century,  "  that  Cyril,  while  imme- 
(liately  opposing  Nestorius,had  fallen  into  the  heresy  uf  AiMjllinoris." 
Under  lliis  impression — an  erroneous  one,  but,  considering  some 
words  in  the  anathemas,  especially  in  the  third  and  the  twelfth,  not 
inexcusable — tlie  patriarch  of  Antioch  "commissioned  two  of  the 
most  learned  bbhops  "  under  his  jurisdiction  to  answer  the  Cyrilline 
anathemas.  The  first  of  these  was  Andrew  of  Samosata,  who 
appears,  from  a  letter  of  Theodoret's,  to  have  been  personally  a 
very  amiable  and  modest  man ;  lie  wrote  a  treatise  in  the  name  of 
the  "Oriental,"  that  is,  the  Syrian  and  Mesopotamian,  Churches, 
but  forbore  to  mention  the  name  of  Cyril.  Its  character  is  apparent 
from  the  extracts  commented  upon  by  Cyril  in  a  reply  which  he 
made,  called  "A  Defence  of  the  Twelve  Chapters  "  (or  "Articles  *') 
'*  against  the  Orientals."  Altliough  Andrew  did  not  criticize  all  the 
Articles,  some  of  the  objections  made  by  him  appear  very  captions. 
"  If/'  he  asks,  "  the  union  l>e  '  natural,'  where  is  the  grace,  wliere 
the  Divine  myster)'  ?  "  Again,  Cyril  had  insisted  that  the  Scrip- 
ture sayings  about  Christ  ought  not  to  be  assigned  to  two  individual 
beings :  Andrew  could  not  see  how  this  fell  short  of  confounding 
Uie  Manhood  with  the  Godhead.    He  also  imagined  that  when 
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Cjril  spoke  of  the  Word  as  High  Priest,  he  meant  that  He  was 
in  His  Godhead ;  and  that  when  he  spoke  of  the  flesh  of  Christ 
the  Word's  "  own  liesh,"  he  meant  that  it  was  not  taken  from 
our  nature.  There  was  thus  an  evident  misconception  of  Cyril's 
standpoint:  Andrew  was  arguing  against  what  Cyril  did  not 
maintain,  and  was  essentially  at  one  with  him  in  belief.  For 
instance,  he  says,  "  We  confess  one  and  the  same  Son,  the  natures 
remaining  unconfused ;  "  and  Cyril  accepts  another  statement  as 
excluding  all  "  division  "  of  the  Divine  Son's  single  personality. 

The  other  writer  whose  pen  was  enlisted  by  John  of  Antioch 
might  be  considered  a  more  important  adversary,  being  one  of  the 
very  best,  most  learuod,  most  hard-working  bishops  to  be  found  in 
Christendom.     Theodoret  of  Cyrrhos  had  read  the  Twelve  Articles 
\nt\i  great  vexation  ;  he  wrote  to  John  that  they  were  a  revival  of 
the  extinct  absurdities  and  impieties  of  Apollinaris,  and  sent  him 
the  desired  treatise  in  reply.      In  parts  of  this  work  Theodoret 
used  Nestorian  language,  or  at  least  what  would  then  be  understood 
to  mean  what  Kestorius  meant — speaking  of  a  "  man  "  as  "  assumed" 
by  the  Word,  and  of  that  "man  "  as  " God-ljearing,"  Tkeophoros 
(a  phrase  for  which  he  appealed  mistakenly  to  St.  Basil),  and  as 
inseijorably  "  connected  "  with  the  Word,  and  sometimes  arguing 
as  if  a  human  nature  in  Christ  involves  a  distinct  human  per- 
sonality.    But,  on  the  whole,  it  appears  that  if  Apollinariauism 
were  unequivocally  disclaimed,  and  if  the  distinction  of  the  Divine 
and  human  natures  were  recognised,  to  the  exclusion  of  all  notion 
of  "  commixture,"  such  as  "  natural "  or  "  hypostatic  "  union  seemed 
to  him   to  involve,   Theodoret  would  be  satisfied ;  he  not  only 
owns  the  unity  of  the  Christ,  and  calls  him  God  and  Man.  but 
explains  the  sense  of  "  man  being  assumed "   as   equivalent   to 
"meinhood  being  assumed."  using  the  neuter,  more  than  once,  for 
that  which  was  thus  assumed.  Theodoret  wrote  with  much  polemical 
keenness,  and  Cyril,  in  his  rejoinder,  fully  paid  it  back.     We  see 
something  of  the  arrogance  of  an  Alexandrian  *'  Pope  "—of  such 
arrogance  as  Socrates  ascribes  to  them — in  the  sneer  which,  when 
addressing  a  jtrefatoiy  letter  to  bishop  Euoptius,  who  had  sent  him 
Theodoret 8  work,  he  levels  at  Theodoret's  "little  town,  which, 
they  tell  me,  is  called  Cyros."     Altogether  Cyril's  blood  was  up, 
and  he  writes  as  one  who  cared  not  to  conceal  his  wrath ;  he 
affirms  that  his  opponent,  although  "  said  to  be  a  well-read  person 
and  perhaps  above  the  average  in  Scriptural  knowledge,"  has 
wholly  failed  to  grasp  the  meaning  of  his  "articles,"  easy  as  it 
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was  to  nnderatand  tliem  all.  A  gentler  and  calmer  nature  would 
probably  have  seen  that  in  effect  Theodoret  was  at  one  with  him 
in  belief.  But  Cyril  dotiS  explain  himself  on  some  points,  to  tlie 
effect  that  by  "  natural "  union  he  meant  a  union  which  was  "  real," 
not  relative  or  accidentAl;  that  Christ  took  on  HimseK  "the 
properties  of  the  manhood/*  and  that  what  ho  had  intended  to 
exclude  in  the  seventh  and  ninth  articles  was  the  notion  that  the 
Divine  operation  on  Christ  as  man  was  such  as  takes  place  on 
merely  human  saints.  Of  course^  he  says^  the  Word  could  not 
snfler  as  God ;  but  the  flesh  which  suffered  vras  His,  and  only  as 
thus  attributable  to  Him  could  its  Bufferings  have  any  redemptive 
virtue. 

A  third  work,  undertaken  in  the  spring  of  431  by  Cyril,  was 
a  "  Reply,"  in  five  books,  "  to  the  blasphemies  of  Nestorius," 
that  is,  to  his  sermons  a^aiust  Proclns.  In  tliis  treatise  he 
quotes  from  N'estorius,  and  then  comments  on  each  passage 
quoted.  He  disclaims  all  notion  of  "confusion,"  and  acknow- 
ledges a  true  human  aoiil  as  present  in  JesuB,  but  enforces  the 
necessity  of  the  term  Theotocos  (which  in  those  sermons  Nestorius 
had  grudgingly  admitted  to  be  permissible,  if  used  in  a  guarded 
sense),  and  shows  that  it  does  not  mean  "  parent  of  the  Godhead." 
He  controverts  the  inadequate  interpretation  which  Nestorius  had 
put  upon  the  Nicene  Creed  and  on  the  words  of  Scripture ;  remarks 
that  he  had  not  only  argued  against "  Theotocos,"  but  had  otherwise 
reduced  the  Incaniation  to  an  association  of  a  man  with  God — an 
association  relative  and  external ;  asserts  that  after  the  "  union  " 
there  was  "one  incarnate  "nature**  but  in  the  same  context 
explains  that  phrase  (which  was  afterwards  to  give  trouble 
enough)  as  meaning  one  Christ,  in  whom  Godhead  and  manhood, 
"  essentially  different "  from  each  other,  concurred  with  each  other 
under  one  prrsonality.  He  also  exposes  the  futile  sense  in  which 
Nestorius  would  have  applied  the  term  **  God  "  to  the  individual 
human  person  whom  he  called  Clirist ;  insists  that  he  could  not, 
on  his  theory,  exclude  the  notion  of  two  Sons ;  and  by  all  forms 
of  argument  or  illustration  lalwnrs  to  place  before  the  reader 
the  question  really  at  stake.  Had  God  the  Son  Himself  beoome 
incarnate,  or  had  He  only  conjoined  Himself  to  a  roan,  who 
existed  "individually"  and  "apart"?  To  this  point,  after  all, 
the  whole  debate  reduced  itself,  Nestorius,  as  C^iil  felt  and  said, 
had  never  cleared  himself  from  the  notion  of  a  mere  "con- 
junction;" therefore,  whatever  high  titles  he  might  award  to  the 
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man  "  conjoined."  that  man  was,  for  him,  a  human  Saviour,  and 
nothing  more  j  whereas  the  revealed  plan  of  salvation,  of  recon- 
ciliation of  heaven  and  earth,  of  reunion  of  mankind  with  God, 
presupposed  a  Saviour  Divine  in  His  personality,  as  well  aa  human 
in  the  nature  which  He  stooped  to  assume — One  who,  being  God- 
Man,  could  lay  His  hand  on  God  and  man^  and  be  in  His  single 
self  a  true  lledeemer.  To  this  point,  then,  it  is  that  Cyril  brings 
everything ;  to  this,  amid  all  the  prolixity  and  iteration  which  the 
call  for  "explanation"  made  requisite,  he  clings  resolutely  and 
immovably ;  and  he  forces  the  reader  to  see  that  this  is  no  verbal 
question  at  all,  but  a  question  between  two  versions  of  Chiistian 
teachings  ur  rather  between  two  creeds,  each  standing  on  its 
separate  basis.  How  far  Xestorius  realised  this  is  another  matter, 
on  which  we  cannot  judge. 

According  to  certain  Coptic  documents,  which  are  not  supported 
by  Greek  authorities,  Cyril  secured  the  assistance  at  court  of  a  Con- 
stantinopolitan  abbot  iiarae<l  Victor,  who  accordingly  used  influence 
with  Theodosius  to  prevent  any  postponement  at  Ephesus  of  the 
dogmatic  question. 

And  now,  about  Easter,  Cyril  wrote  again  to  Celestine,  to  ask 
what  should  be  done  at  the  coming  Council  if  Nestorius  were  to 
retract ;  was  the  retractation  to  be  accepted,  or  was  he  to  be  dealt 
with  as  self-condemned  because  be  had  let  the  prescribed  *'  ten 
da3's "  pass  ?  The  question  may  seem  a  strange  one,  for  the 
summoning  of  the  Council  would  be  held  to  suspend  the  process 
begun  by  inferior  authorities ;  and  to  obey  this  summoning  was 
implicitly  to  accept  this  result,  however  unwilling  Cyril  might  be 
to  do  so.  Moreover,  Celestine's  instructions  had  already  beeu 
fulfilled;  his  commission,  so  to  call  it,  had  been  exhausted- 
Celestine,  however,  was  not  at  the  time  indisposed  to  regard  it  as 
still  somehow  operative ;  and  he  answered  by  referring  to  the 
Divine  readiness  to  accept  all  repentance,  however  tardy.  He  did 
not  choose  to  travel  to  Ephesus,  but  commissioned  two  bishops, 
Arcadius  and  Projectus,  and  a  priest  named  Philip,  to  represent 
him ;  giving  them  a  letter  for  the  Council,  of  whicli  more  further 
on,  and  a  meinomndum  of  instructions  to  this  purport:  "When 
you  reach  Ephesus,  consult  Cyril,  and  do  whatever  he  thinks  good. 
The  authority  of  the  apostolic  see  must  be  preserved ;  you  ought 
to  judge  of  the  opinions  of  those  who  discuss,  not  yourselves  enter 
into  a  contest.  If  you  find  that  the  Council  is  over,  ask  how  it 
has  ended.     If  all  went  well  with  the  faith,  and  Cyril  is  found  to 
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have  gone  to  Constantinople,  go  thither  too,  and  present  my  letter 
to  Theodosius.  If  the  Council  has  not  ended,  judge  from  the 
oircumstances,  with  Cyril's  advice,  how  to  act."  This  i.s  dated  on 
the  8th  of  May,  nearly  three  weeks  after  Easter.  Nestorius  had 
then  ab-eady  started  on  lus  journey  to  Ephtjsus,  accompanied  by 
Count  Candidian,  captain  of  the  Emperor's  guaKls,  who  was  to 
act  as  the  imperial  representative  at  the  Council,  and  by  Count 
Irenneus,  as  a  personal  friend;  he  liad  also  with  liim  t€n  bishops, 
Cyril  took  with  liirn  fifty  bishops,  about  half  the  number  of  his  suflra- 
gaus ;  and,  on  reaching  Khodes,  sent  a  letter  to  his  clergy  and  people, 
expressing  his  thankfulness  for  a  quiet  and  prosperous  voyage, 
with  "  gentle  winds  ou  the  great  and  wide  sea,"  and  his  hope  that 
the  storms  of  the  present  crisis  would  also  be  allayed  by  Almighty 
power.  He  exhurLbJ  them  to  pray  for  him,  anil  to  persevere  in 
conduct  worthy  of  their  profession.  He  reached  Ephesus  after  the 
arrival  of  Xestorius,  and  by  Coptic  accounts  ou  tlie  very  eve  of 
Pentecost,  which  was  the  time  appointed  for  the  opening  of  the 
Council  and  fell  on  the  7th  of  June.  On  his  arrival  he  -wTOt© 
again  to  his  clergy  and  people,  announcing  that  "through  their 
j)rayers  he  had  reached  Ephesus  in  good  health,  and  was  hopeful 
that  the  result  of  the  Council  now  at  hand  would  be  the  extirpation 
of  all  perverse  notions  from  the  Churches/'  but  that  "  the  evil  one, 
the  sleepless  \vild  Imast,"  meaning  Satan,  "  was  laying  plots  against 
Christ's  glory."  He  asked  them  to  pray  that  they  might  meet  agam 
in  mutual  gladness;  for  all  things  were  possible  to  God.  Accord- 
ing to  the  Coptic  documents,  Cyril  saw  reason  for  defending  him- 
self against  tlie  charge  of  having  brouglit  *'  pirabolaui  "  to  intimidate 
his  opponents,  and  stores  of  com  to  buy  over  the  poorer  bishops — 
resources  which  he  was  not  thought  likely  to  disregard. 

It  was  found  impossible  to  begin  the  CouucH  on  WhiUunday. 
The  prelates  of  the  Antiochene  patriarchate  could  not  arrive  so  soon, 
even  if  they  all  started  firom  their  Churches  after  Low  Sunday, 
or,  as  the  Easterns  called  it,  New  Sunday ;  and  they  could  not  be 
expected  to  start  before  that  day,  on  account  of  the  Easter  octave 
and  the  ceromonios  relating  to  the  new-baptized.  The  other 
bishops  were  assembling  already,  Momnon,  bishop  of  Ephesus, 
and  exarch  or  primate  of  "Asia/'  had  gathered  round  liim  several 
eminent  metropolitans  who  presided  over  the  Churches  of  Lycaonia, 
Pamphylia,  Hellespont,  and  Caria.  Five  days  after  Whitsunday, 
Juvenal  of  Jerusalem  appeared  with  the  bishops  of  Palestine, 
and  witli  a  bishop  whom  he  had  consecrated  fur  the  Saracens. 
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Theodotus  of  Ancyra,  Acacius  of  Melitene,  Firmua  the  exarch  of 
OsBsarea  in  Cappadocia,  Rheginus  of  Conatontia  in  Cyprus,  Flavian 
of  Philippi — who  held  a  proxy  for  Kufus  of  Thesaalonica,  detained 
by  ilhiess — are  also  to  be  meutioued ;  Crete  was  represented 
by  the  metropolitan  of  Gortyna ;  Perigenes  of  Corinth  could  apeak 
for  Greece.  Some  Thracian  bishops  were  there,  and  one  from 
Epirus;  and  there  was  one  figure  on  which  the  eyes  of  all  the 
Eastern  or^Greek  prelates  would  be  rivetted — a  solitary  deacx)n 
named  Beaulaa,  or  Vesulaa,  who,  after  a  long  and  dangerous  journey, 
had  made  good  his  appearance  as  the  representative  of  the  once 
glorious  Church  of  Africa.  Capreolus,  the  metropolitan  of  Carthage, 
had  acted  on  the  letter  of  invitation,  which  came  several  months 
too  late  to  be  delivered  to  Augustine.  He  would  fain  have  sum- 
moned a  CoTincil  to  choose  repreaentatives  who  should  go  to 
Ephesus ;  but  the  miseries  of  Africa  rendered  this  irapoaaible. 
The  Vandals  were  sweeping  in  devastating  force  over  the  land ; 
the  inhabitants  of  wide  districts  had  been  either  slain  or  compelled 
to  Hy.  The  roads  were  stopi>ed  u]),  there  was  no  safe  travelling, 
and  the  interval  after  the  arrival  of  the  invitation,  which  only 
came  to  hand  at  Easter,  had  been  too  short  to  allow  of  any  delibera- 
tive gathering,  had  it  been  otherwise  feasible,  Capreolus,  therefore, 
could  only  send  his  deacon  Besulas,  with  a  letter  in  which,  after 
describing  hia  own  circumstances,  he  entreated  his  brethren,  met 
for  the  Council,  to  uphold  the  ancient  faith,  and  to  condemn  the 
new  doctrines  previously  unknown  to  the  oars  of  "  Churchmen.'* 

While  they  were  waiting  for  the  "  Orientals,"  the  bishops 
discussed  the  doctrinal  question  among  themselves,  and  not  as 
a  synod.  Cyril  made  some  fresh  extracts  from  the  writings  of 
Nestorius,  "  wishing,"  says  Liberatus,  "  to  pertujb  him,  for,  as  it  is 
said,  he  was  his  enemy."  Socrates  describes  him  as  "engaged 
in  sharp  skirmishes  of  words"  for  the  same  purpose.  His 
friend  Meranon  is  said  to  have  hindered  Nestorias  and  his 
adherents  from  celebrating  the  Wliitsuntide  festival  or  entering 
*'  the  moat  holy  basilica  of  the  apostle  John ; "  and  the  latter 
further  complained  of  something  like  organized  terrorism,  of 
Holditira  besetting  their  houses  and  threatening  them  with  violence 
of  the  worst  kind.  It  is  to  be  feared  that  neither  Cyril  nor 
Memnon  (who  was  afterwards  accused  of  having  used  violence  to 
ft  man  by  way  of  compelling  him  to  acceiit  the  episcopate!)  was 
likely  to  be  very  scrupulous  as  to  the  means  to  be  taken  for 
harassing  a  "  heretic ; "   and  Nestorius  in  their  eyes  was  but  a 
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heretic,  although  the  general  body  of  the  bishops  still  treated  him 
as  a  prelate  in  their  commuaion,  according  to  the  idea  of  the  im- 
perial letter  convokiiig  the  synod.  This  latter  consideration  would 
of  itself  have  prevented  Cyril  from  publicly  using  such  language 
against  Nestorins  as  is  attributed  to  him  in  a  sermon  called  the 
"  Encomium  of  Cyril  on  St.  Mary  the  Theotocos."  This  discourse, 
moreover,  contains  a  long  string  of  **  Hail  Maries,"  and  a  reference 
to  Celestine  as  "  archbishop  of  the  whole  world  " — language  which 
bett»keus  the  hand  of  a  later  inventor.  We  may  reasonably  set  it 
aside  as  spurious :  but  another  discourse,  described  in  its  heading 
as  very  beautiful,  is  obviously  genuine,  and  contains  a  careful  dis- 
claimer of  "the  insane  heresy  of  Apollinaris."  It  apostrophizes 
Nestorins,  but  in  gentle  terms.  "  Accept,  0  man,  the  spiritual 
daystar ;  cease  to  light  against  Christ :  He  cannot  be  defeated ; 
He  always,  and  by  all  means,  gains  the  victory.** 

The  "illustrious"  Armenian  bishop,  Acacius  of  Melitene, 
deserves  a  special  mention:  a  personal  friend  of  Nestorius,  he 
laboured  to  win  him  over  to  orthodoxy ;  from  the  moment  of  his 
arrival  at  Ephesns.  he  devoted  himself  to  this  imhopeful  enter- 
prise, and  *'  thought  he  had  got  him,  at  least  in  words,  to  re- 
tract." liut  when,  after  some  ten  or  twelve  days,  they  renewed 
their  conversation,  Acaciua,  as  he  himself  tells  the  story,  found 
Nestorius  to  be  really  "  opposed  to  the  true  doctrine,"  and 
to  have  taken  up  a  dilemma  which  seemed  to  him  conclusive. 
"Either  you,  Acacius,  deny  tliat  the  Godhead  of  the  Son  was 
incarnate,  and  if  so,  you  agree  with  me ;  or  you  must  maintain 
that  the  Ctodhead  of  the  Father  and  of  the  Spirit  was  incarnate 
also " —  which  was  an  undue  straining  of  the  principle  of  the 
Divine  Coinherence,  for  it  is  the  One  Godhead  as  existing  in 
the  Son  to  wluch  the  Incarnation  is  referred.  In  another  con- 
ference, a  bishop  who  was  with  Nestorius  excused  the  Jews  for 
murdering  Christ  by  saying  thnt  the  crime  was  committed,  not 
against  God,  but  against  "a  man  ;  "  and  anotlier  prelate  said  ex- 
pressly that  the  Son  who  suffered  was  one  person,  and  God  the 
Word  was  another.  "  I  could  not,"  said  Acacius,  *'  endure  this 
blasphemy ;  so  I  took  leave  of  them,  and  departed."  Theodotus  of 
Ancyra  heard  Nestorius  say  in  the  presence  of  many  others,  "  To 
call  a  cldld  of  two  or  three  months  old  God  "  (meaning,  evidently, 
**to  say  tliat  He  was  actually,  not  merely  titularly,  God")  "is, 
I  hold,  unlawful."  This  was  the  saying  which,  l»eyond  all  otliers 
aacnbed  to  Nestorius,  impressed  his  adversaries  with  the  conviction 
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that  he  was,  not  verbally  hut  essentially,  opposed  to  them  in 
belief.  He  might  have  accepted  the  term  "  Theotocoa "  with 
oavyatR  or  qualifications ;  hut  what  was  the  worth  of  such  ac- 
ceptance, when  he  tims  definitely  and  pointedly  denied  the  Son  of 
Mary  to  be  in  truth  Divine  ?  For  if  the  Infant  when  bom  at 
Betldebem  or  carried  into  Egypt  was  not  to  be  called  God,  neither 
waa  the  Man  who  hung  on  the  cross  or  rose  again  from  the 
aepulcihre,  the  personality  being  identicaL  The  negation  was 
absolute,  unequivocal,  decisive ;  and  it  was  repeatedly  quoted  in 
the  course  of  the  subsequent  proceedinga,  aa  closing  all  questions 
as  to  the  alienation  of  Nestorius  from  the  belief  of  the  Church  in 
a  truly  Divine  Eedeemer.  lie  had  said  that  the  Son  of  Mary 
could  not  be  called  God;  this  was  enough — it  left  no  room  for 
parley  or  explanation.  And  Xestorius,  instead  of  recalling,  or 
even  attempting  to  modify,  the  saying,  appears  to  have  amplified 
his  expressions  by  declaring  that  he  could  not  worship  a  Child 
that  had  been  suckled,  and  had  been  carried  into  Egypt,  even 
adding  that  *'  he  was  clear  of  the  blood  of  those  who  were  opposed 
to  him  on  this  matter,  and  that  he  would  in  future  avoid  all  con- 
ference with  them."  It  was  afterwards  that  he  tried  to  explain 
away  his  language  as  not  intended  to  convey  his  own  deliberate 
mind. 

His  friends  were  aware  that  ''  the  Egyptians/'  as  they  called 
them,  were  impatient  of  the  delay  caused  by  the  non-arrival  of 
the  Orientals ;  for  several  days  had  now  elapsed  from  June  7th, 
the  day  named  by  Theodosius  for  the  opening  of  the  Council.  We 
are  told  that  several  of  the  bishops  in  Ephesus  were  seriously  in- 
couvenienced  by  the  increased  ex^>enso  of  a  stay  so  much  longer 
than  they  had  anticipated  :  some  had  fallen  ill,  a  few  had  actually 
died ;  and  Cyril  and  his  friends  persuaded  themselves  that  they 
might  reasonably  suspect  John  of  Antioch  to  be  pursuing  a  Fabian 
policy  and  artiticially  protracting  his  journey  in  order  to  gain 
time  for  Nestorius ;  but  of  this  there  was  no  sufficient  evidence, 
or  rather  the  suspicion  was  hasty  and  inconsiderate.  John  could 
not  have  better  served  the  cause  of  Nestoiiua  than  by  hurrying 
^vith  all  speed  to  the  scene  of  action,  and  he  really  seems  to  have 
made  good  use  of  the  time  available  for  his  jom-uey.  His  col- 
lei^es,  as  we  have  seen,  could  not  leave  their  own  dioceses  before 
the  end  of  the  Easter  octave,  that  is,  before  April  27th ;  some  of 
them,  as  Evagrius  says,  were  distant  more  than  ten  days'  journey 
fit>m  Antioch,  and  at  Antioch  there  was  a  further  hindrance  caused 
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by  popular  disturl)auces.  At  last,  on  the  18th  of  May.  John  left 
Antioch^  and,  as  he  said,  travelled  forty  days  continuously,  to  the 
great  inconvenience  of  some  of  his  episcopal  fellow-travellers  :  it 
is  added  that  some  horses  died  of  the  fatigue.  The  journey  would 
occupy  thirty  days  for  a  single  vigorous  traveller ;  but,  in  the  cir- 
cumstances, we  can  hardly  wonder  that  it  took  up  a  longer  time. 
After  thirty  days  John  wrote  to  Cyril  a  verbally  cordial  and  affec- 
tionate letter,  expressing  profound  regret  that  he  was  "a  few  days" 
behind  time.  We  need  not  take  literally  the  Asiatic  courtesy 
which  assured  CjtU  that  he  experienced  the  greatest  possible 
desire  "  to  see  him,  and  to  embrace  his  sacred  head :  "  this  he 
hoped  to  do  in  five  or  six  days  more.  Some  officials  were  sent  on 
— it  must  have  been  by  a  forced  mai'ch  indeed — to  carry  this 
letter ;  they  must  have  arrived  at  latest  on  Sunday,  the  21st  of 
June.  This  was  a  critical  day,  the  fifteenth  from  the  7th  of  June 
inclusive.  Cyril,  probably,  had  already  written  to  John,  to  say 
that  the  Council,  that  is,  the  bishops,  were  waiting  for  him.  Two 
metropolitans  of  John's  paity  now  arrived — Alexander  of  Apamea, 
and  another  Alexander  of  HierapoUa,  who  was  to  be  one  of  the 
most  stubborn  and  jxiraistent  supporters  of  the  Nestorian  cause. 
We  are  assured  that,  when  complaint  was  made  to  these  two 
bishops  about  John's  delay,  they  answered,  "  He  bade  us  tell  your 
Piety,  that  if  he  still  should  happen  to  tarry,  you  were  no  longer 
to  wait  for  him,"  which  in  all  fairness  must  be  understood  to 
mean,  "  if  he  should  not  arrive  by  the  time  which  his  letter  had 
specified  " — a'  condition  to  be  carefully  kept  in  mind.  But  the 
bisho^js  of  the  Cyrilline  party,  if  we  are  so  to  call  it,  were  resolved 
to  wait  no  longer,  but  to  meet  and  open  the  Coimcil  on  the 
morrow,  Monday  the  22nd.  Nestorius  and  his  friends  naturally 
objected  to  this,  and  proposed  a  delay  of  four  days  longer ;  and 
when  this  was  rejected,  proposed  again  to  abide  by  the  decision  of 
Count  Candidian,  who,  having  ascertained  by  means  of  couriers 
that  John  and  his  friends  were  really  at  hand,  ordered  all  the 
prelates^  in  the  Emperor's  name,  to  wait  for  the  Orientals'  arrival. 
Now  came  the  question  for  Cyril.  If  he  refused  to  comply,  what 
ground  could  he  take  ?  The  theory  of  "  loitering  "  was  disproved, 
and  the  plea  that  to  wait  for  the  Orientals  would  involve  a 
Nestorian  victory  was  still  more  untenable,  for  Cyril  would  in  any 
case  have  a  large  majorit}' — he  had  over  150  bishops  on  his  side ; 
and  if  only  he  had  had  such  patience  and  such  faith  in  his 
own  cause  as  might  have  been  fairly  expected  of  him,  he  would 
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have  aJviaed  Ma  supporters  to  comply  with  the  commissioner's 
raonition.  He  might  have  said,  "Well,  we  will  give  no  occasion 
for  a  charge  of  hasty  unfairness  ;  we  will  wait  these  few  days  more, 
and  when  John  arrives,  let  God  defend  His  own  truth!"  He 
would  then  have  taken  up  a  noble  position,  and  gained  beforehand 
a  moral  triumph  for  his  causa  What  was  the  worst  he  had  to 
apprehend  ?  Some  demand  for  a  revision  of  the  anathemas ;  and 
this  might  have  saved  all  the  trouble  and  discord  which  was  with 
diPficulty  healed,  and  even  then  not  completely,  at  the  Keunion  of 
432-3.  But,  most  unhappily,  he  was  still  sore  at  having  to  take 
the  case  through  a  Council  at  all,  and  bent  on  getting  I^festoiios 
condemned  out  of  hand,  and  on  precluding  all  question  about  his 
own  fmathenias ;  and  so,  on  that  Sunday  afternoon,  he  took  a  reso- 
lution which  was  the  cause,  as  Faeundus  afterwards  said,  "  totius 
discidii  "  and  "  omnis  tumultus/'  while  it  gave  a  new  proof  of  his 
vehemence  and  imprudence. 

That  same  evening  four  bishops  carried  a  summons,  or  intima- 
tion, to  Nestorius,  *'  You  will  be  required  to  appeal-  in  the  Council 
to-morrow."  *'  I  will  consider  of  it,"  he  answered,  "  and  will  come 
if  I  find  it  necessary  to  do  so/'  SLc  or  seven  other  bishops  who 
were  with  him  wem  similarly  cited,  and  answered  similarly,  "  We 
will  consider,  and  if  we  think  fit,  we  will  come  to-morrow."  Sixty- 
eight  prelates  of  the  Nestorian  paity  (some  of  whom,  however, 
went  over  afterwards  to  the  majority)  drew  up  a  protest,  addressed 
to  Cyril  and  Juvenal,  against  opening  the  Council  before  the  arrival 
of  John  and  of  certain  Western  bishops,  meaning  the  legates  of 
the  bishop  of  Rome.  When,  on  the  Monday  morning,  Cyril  and  the 
others  were  assembled  in  St.  Mary's  church — which  the  Acts  call 
"  St.  Mary,"  much  as  the  cathedral  of  Paris  is  called  simply 
"  if  oti-e  Dame  " — Candidian  hastened  thither,  and  positively  assured 
them  that  it  was  the  Emperor's  ^vill  that  they  nhould  wait  for  all 
their  bi-ethren,  and  not  hold  a  synod  by  themselves.  "Let  us 
hear,"  they  asked,  "  the  Emperor's  ordei's  read."  "  No,  I  cannot 
read  a  letter  intended  for  the  Council  until  all  the  members  of  the 
Council  are  met."  "  But  how  can  we  be  sure  of  the  Emperor's 
mind  unless  we  hear  his  letter  ?  "  Thereupon  Candidian,  without 
losing  his  temper  at  this  implicit  accusation,  consented  to  read 
what  he  describes,  in  the  heathenish  style  still  retained  by  the 
Christian  from  the  old  pagan  court,  as  the  "  divine  and  adorable  " 
letter,  and  from  which  it  appeared  that  liis  functions  were  limited  to 
the  exclusion  of  all  unqualified  persons  from  the  synod,  and  to  the 
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maiBtenance  of  quiet  and  order  during  its  sessions.  He  was  "  to 
take  no  part  whatever  in  doctrinal  discussions ;  for  it  was  unlawful 
that  one  who  was  not  enrolled  among  bishops  should  mix  him- 
self up  with  investigations  properly  ecclesiastical."  But  he  was 
to  see  that  no  dissension  should  arise,  whereby  full  diacussion 
might  be  hindered ;  and  thus  to  promote  the  attainment,  "  without 
disturbance,"  of  a  decision  representing  "  the  common  judgment 
of  all."  No  other  question  was  to  take  precedence  of  the  dog- 
matic one,  and  no  question  of  a  pecuniary  or  criminal  kind  was 
to  be  entertained  at  all  The  imperial  letter  did  not  alter  the 
purpose  of  the  bishops;  and  Candidian,  finding  them  i-esolute, 
asked  for  only  four  days'  delay,  "  Again  and  again,"  he  said 
afterwards,  "  I  lurged  this,  I  even  entreated  you  to  grant  it,  but 
I  gained  nothing."  They  insisted  that  he  should  leave  the  church, 
and  he  at  last  did  so,  but  only  to  draw  up  a  protest,  to  publish 
it  in  Ephesus  together  with  the  Emperor's  letter  of  citation,  and 
Co  forward  it  to  the  Emj>eror. 

Left  to  themselves,  the  bishops  opened  the  Council.  They  sat, 
apparently,  on  a  double  line  of  seats  on  each  aide  of  the  church ; 
in  the  midst,  upon  a  throne,  they  placed  the  l>ook  of  the  Gospels^ 
'•  to  represent  the  presence  of  Christ  Himself."  A  hundred  and 
fifty-eight  prelates  were  present,  besides  Besulas,  the  deacon- 
legate  from  Carthage.  Cyril  presided,  partly,  it  appears,  as  the 
highest  prelate  in  point  of  rank,  and  also  as  "managing  the  place," 
or,  as  we  shoidd  say,  as  virtually  holding  the  proxy,  of  Celestine  of 
Rome.  Now  we  have  already  observed  that  the  commission  given 
l>y  Celestino  to  Cyril,  "  Attach  the  authority  of  our  see  to  yourself, 
and  act  as  in  our  place,"  could  not  possibly  have  been  given  with  a 
view  to  this  day's  proceedings ;  for  Celestine  wrote  thus  in  the 
preceding  August,  before  any  General  Council  was  thought  of,  and 
was  simply  em[)owering  Cyril  to  act  for  him  as  well  as  for  himself 
in  the  final  admonition — as  it  was  then  designed — to  be  despatched 
to  the  bishop  of  Constantinople.  All  that  could  be  said  by  way  of 
connecting  Cyril's  presidency  at  Ephesus  with  Celestine's  words  in 
the  letter  just  quoted  was,  in  Tillemont's  language,  that  "  Cyril 
might  well  suppose  tliat  Celestine  would  not  disavow  him,  if  he 
proteased  to  be  acting  in  his  name."  Scruples  as  to  presiding  in  a 
case  wliich,  as  far  as  he  could  do  so,  he  had  already  prejudged,  and 
in  which  he  was  himself  an  accused  person — accused  by  Nestorius 
— were  not  likely  to  occur  to  the  fiery  and  high-handed  Alexandrian, 
wlio  too  often  throughout  these  disputes  illustrates  the  evil  which 
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may  be  done  to  a  good  cause  by  that  want  of  scruple  as  to  methods 
which  becomes  too  surely  a  "  rock  of  offence."  Juvenal  of  Jerusa- 
lem, in  the  absence  of  John  of  Autioch,  claimed  and  secured  the 
second  place ;  then  came  Memuon.  then  Flavian  of  Pliilippi,  who 
alao^iL  is  very  nearly  the  same  phrase  as  is  used  of  Cyril  and 
Celestine — "  was  holding  the  place  of  Rufus  of  Tliessalonica ;  " 
then  Theodotus  of  Ancyra,  Firmus  of  Cappadociau  Caesarea,  Acacius 
of  Meliteno. 

The  proceedings  began  with  a  short  statement  of  the  events 
which  had  led  up  to  the  Council.  This  was  given  by  Peter,  a  priest 
of  Alexandria  and  chief  secretary  to  the  Council  The  letter  of 
citation  from  the  Emperor  to  the  metropolitans  was  then  read.  At 
the  request  of  Firmus,  Meranon  declared  that  sixteen  days  had 
elapsed  from  the  day  named  by  the  Emperor.  Tlie  remonstrances 
made  to  the  bisho])3  by  the  imperial  comiuisaioner  were  disin- 
genuously suppressed ;  but  the  imperial  letter  addressed  to  them. 
and  recently  read  by  him,  was  referred  to  as  having  been  read,  and 
Cyril  actually  had  the  face  to  quote  it  as  having  ordered  them  to 
proceed  "  without  any  delay,"  whereas  the  words  had  been  "  with- 
out any  disturbance/'  and  all  that  the  Emperor  had  said  as  to  time 
was  that  the  doctrinal  question  shouhl  come  firnb.  Cyril's  impetu- 
osity was  checked  by  Theodotus,  who  said,  "  The  next  step  is  to 
obtain  the  presence  of  Nestoriua  at  our  proceedings."  The  liLshops 
who  had  been  sent  to  ask  Nestorius  to  attend  tlien  stated  the 
result  of  their  mission ;  it  was  resolved  to  send  tliree  other  bishops 
and  a  secretary  with  a  letter  respectfully  asking  liim  no  longer  to 
defer  lils  coming.  Tlie  deputies  went  to  his  lodgings,  and  sent 
in  their  message,  although  with  some  difficulty,  the  door  being 
guarded  by  sentries  with  sticks,  who  said  that  "he  was  taking 
some  rest,  and  that  he  hail  ordered  that  no  one  should  disturb 
him."  At  last  a  reply  arrived  to  the  effect  that  Nestorius  would 
come  when  all  the  bishops  were  assembled.  On  the  motion  of 
the  bishop  of  Fhilippi  a  tliird  citation  was  committed  to  tlie  core 
of  four  bishops  with  a  secretary.  Nestorius  was  requested,  late 
as  it  was,  to  attend  and  clear  himself  of  the  heretical  doctrines 
which  he  was  said  to  have  promulgated  in  full  church  :  if  he  failed 
to  attend  this  time,  the  Council  would  be  obliged  to  proceed  against 
liim,  acconling  to  the  canons  of  the  holy  fathers.  For  some  time — it 
was  now  midday — the  deputies  were  kept  waiting  under  the  June 
sun.  They  tried  to  stand  in  a  cool  place  in  the  shade,  but  the  soldiers 
rudely  thrust  them  off.     '*  We  are,"  they  said,  •*  foui-  bishops,  sent 
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not  to  treat  him  with  insult,  but  simply,  and  in  a  regular  way. 
to  request  his  presence  in  the  holy  Council."  It  was  in  vain ; 
the  guards  would  allow  no  message  to  pass :  Nestorius  had  ex- 
pressly refused,  they  said,  to  see  any  deputy  from  the  Council, 
"  If  yo\i  stand  in  t]iis  porch  until  evening,  you  vill  get  no  other 
answer."  The  deputies,  uix>n  this,  gave  up  their  task ;  and  the 
Council,  on  henring  their  rcpoi-t,  gave  up  the  attempt  to  obtain  tlie 
presence  of  hiiu  whom,  with  commendable  formality,  they  still 
called  "  the  most  pious  Nestorius." 

What  should  be  their  next  steji  ?  Either  they  considered 
Celestine's  judgment  as  final,  as  absolutely  determining  their  own 
view  of  the  situation,  or  they  did  ni*t.  If  they  did,  they  had  but 
one  tlung  to  do — to  ascertain  whether  Nestorius  had  matle  the 
recantation  which  Celestine,  and  Cyiil  acting  on  Celestine's  behalf, 
had  required.  A  few  minutes  would  have  sufficed  for  this.  But 
instead  of  proceeding  thus  summarily,  and  then  acting  minis- 
terially as  thu  (jbedient  organs  of  a  i)ai)al  sentence,  they  spent  a 
long  midsummer  day  in  an  examination  of  the  whole  case  on  Its 
merits.  And  first,  on  Juvenars  motion,  the  Nicene  Creed,  as 
originally  framed — not  in  the  form  commonly  called  Constanti- 
nopolitan,  which  the  Church  of  Alexandria  did  not  recognise — was 
solemnly  recited,  as  the  synodical  confession  and  test  of  faith. 
Tlien  was  read  C>Tir8  second  letter  to  Nestorius,  which  began. 
*'  I  hear  tliat  some  are  babbling  about  my  eliaracter/'  C)Til  then 
said,  **  I  think  that  in  my  letter,  just  read,  I  have  in  no  wise 
deviated  from  the  exposition  of  the  Nicene  doctrine.  I  beg  your 
Holinesses  to  say  whether  or  not  I  have  written  rightly  and 
irreproachably,  and  in  accordance  with  that  holy  synod.**  Tlien 
began  a  long  series  of  solemn  testimonies  in  favour  of  this  letter. 
Bishop  after  bishop,  beginning  with  Juvenal,  arose,  and  declared 
that  in  his  judgment  the  letter  was  orthodox  and  conformable 
to  the  Nicene  standard.  It  is  of  great  im|>ortance  to  observe  thai 
hero  the  Council  was  sitting,  as  it  were,  in  judgment  upon  CyrO's 
letter,  and  pronouncing  it  to  stand  the  test  by  which  it  had  l»een 
tried,  whereas  it  liad  already  obtained  the  full  assent  of  the 
Roman  bishop.  Tlie  prelates  speak  in  the  same  sense,  jUthough 
M-ith  a  good  deal  of  variety  in  their  phrases.  "  The  letter  is  in 
harmony  with  the  Nicene  Creed."  **  I  tind  it  to  harmonise,  and 
to  throw  great  light  on  the  true  meaning  of  the  Nicene  Creed  ; 
therefore  I  assent  to  it  as  being  thus  fully  orthodox."  '*  I 
recognise  the  agreement  between  the  letter  and  the  Creed,  and  1 
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father  C>Til,  as  I  do  to  the  318."    "  Since  I 


the 


asaeat  to 

letter  to  bo  filled  with  all  piety,  and  all  agreement  with  tlie  318 
fathers,  I  accept  it."  *'  Finding  it  to  diifer  only  in  words  from  the 
Nicenu  Creed,  not  at  all  iu  substance,  I  profess  that  tliia  is  the 
faith  in  which  I  was  baptized,  and  pray  that  I  may  preserve  it  for 
Christ  my  Master.**  '*  I  find  that  the  letter  diifuses  the  Wicene 
fathers'  faith,  like  a  sweet  ointment."  "  I  assent  to  the  letter  as 
agreeable  to  the  Nicene  Creed,  and  as  well  and  piously  worded." 
"  1  admii-e  it  as  agreeable  to  the  Nicene  Creed."  "  It  is  an  ex])osi- 
tion  of  the  Nicene  Creed/*  '*  The  letter  and  the  creed  have  the 
same  meaning,  although  they  dift'er  in  words."  "  The  same  faith 
has  been  more  lucidly  explained  by  Cyril's  letter."  All  the  bishops 
who  sjx)ke — and  the  Acts  give  125  speeches — evidently  meant  to 
say  the  sumo  thing,  although  they  did  not  all  refer  verbally  to 
the  Nicene  Creed,  but  in  some  cases  were  content  to  adhere  to 
what  others  had  said  upon  the  subject,  Tlds,  then,  is  clear,  that 
Cyril's  letter  was  not  simply  accepted  because  Celestine  had 
approved  it,  but  was  submitted  afresh  to  the  Council,  and  then 
adjudged  by  it>  tis  by  the  highest  authority  in  the  Church,  to  be 
orthodox  because  virtually  Nicene.  The  Council  felt,  as  it  after- 
war<b  told  Theodoaius,  that  it  was  "  under  the  necessity  "  of  dis- 
cussing the  question  of  doctrine  ;  and  it  regarded  itself  as  '*  estab- 
lishing the  right  definition  of  the  faith "  by  comparing  Cyril's 
teaching  with  the  Creed  as  a  standard. 

The  next  ilocumeut  read  was  Nestorius's  answer, beginning,  "The 
insulting  remarks  in  yoiu:  marvellous  letter  I  pass  by.*'  It  will 
be  remembei^ed  that  in  this  letter  Nes tonus  bad  charged  Cyiil  with 
practically  cancelling  his  own  admissions  of  a  distinction  between 
Godhead  and  manhood,  and  of  the  impassibility  of  Goilhead ;  and 
hatl  maintained  that,  in  regard  to  the  birth  of  Christ,  Theotocos 
was  not  so  exact  a  term  as  Christotocos,  and  that,  although  the 
Godhead  might  be  said  to  "  appropriate  "  human  conditions,  to 
ascribe  birth  to  "  God  "  was  in  eflect  Apolliuarian.  Cyril  again 
asked,  "  What  the  holy  and  great  Council  thought  of  the  letter 
just  read  ?  Was  it  '* — one  can  imagine  the  triumphant  scorn  in 
his  eyes  and  tone  as  he  spoke — •"  was  it^  also,  agreeable  to  the 
creed  defined  by  the  holy  Council  of  Nicosa,  or  was  it  not  ?  " 
Again  arose  the  episcopal  voices,  one  after  another ;  but  this  time 
it  was  to  brand  and  condemn.  "  It  is  iu  no  sort  of  way  in  accord- 
ance with  the  faith  of  Nic©a."  "  It  is  wholly  at  variance  with 
that  faith."  "  It  agrees  neither  with  the  creed  nor  with  Cyril's 
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letter."  "  It  is  full  of  blnsphemy."  "  It  haa  a  show  of  piety  at 
the  outset,  but  as  it  advances  it  contradicts  the  faith."  "Nes- 
torius  has  set  forth  "  (he  ia  called  in  the  same  breath  "  the  most 
pious  Nestorius  ")  "a  spurious  faith."  "  I  anathematize  those  who 
think  as  he  does."  Acacius  spoke  at  some  length,  declaring  that 
NestoriuB  was  warranted  in  his  fear  of  attending  the  Council ; 
after  having  written  a  letter  so  unscriptural  and  heterodox,  he 
might  well  set  soldiers  to  guard  his  doors.  He  falsely  accuses 
Cyril,  proceeded  Acacius,  of  saying  that  God  is  passible — which 
Cyril  never  thought  of;  and  he  himself,  recognising  as  far  as  words 
go  the  union  of  God  with  the  flesh,  is  proved  to  deny  it  in  fact. 
And  so  the  stream  of  denunciation  took  its  course,  and  broadened 
at  last  into  a  mass  of  anathemas  against  Nestorius,  against  his 
impious  belief,  his  letter,  his  dogmas,  whosoever  communicated 
with  him,  whosoever  did  not  anathematize  him.  Amid  the  tumult 
of  voices  Juvenal's  was  heard,  calmly  bidding  the  secretary  to 
read  "  the  letter  of  the  most  holy  bishop  of  Borne  " — Celestine's 
letter  to  Nestorius ;  after  wliich  was  read  the  third  or  synodical 
letter  of  Cyril  to  Nestorius,  the  letter  written  in  discharge  of 
Celestine's  commission,  and  to  which  were  appended  the  chapters, 
articles,  or  anathemas^  already  described.  It  is  observable  that  not 
a  word  is  recorded  in  the  Acts  as  haNdng  been  uttered  by  way  of 
comment  on  this  letter;  clearly  because,  to  many  then  present, 
the  anathemas  presented  a  serious  difficulty.  But  the  bishops  who 
had  carried  it  to  Constantinople  were  made  to  tell  the  story  of 
their  proceedings  ;  after  which  the  bishop  of  Joppa  requested  that 
Theodotus  and  Acacius  would  inform  the  Council  as  to  their  recent 
experiences  of  Nestorius's  present  state  of  mind.  After  they  had 
done  80,  a  number  of  extracts  from  approved  Church  teachers,  in- 
cluding Athanasins,  Theophilus  of  Alexandria,  Cvprian,  Ambrose. 
Gregory  Nazianzen,  BasU,  Gregory  of  Nyssa.  and  Amphilochius. 
were  read  in  order.  Of  these  writers  two  or  three  were  the  more 
apposite,  because  they  had  taken  an  active  part  against  that 
AjKilliuarian  heresy  which  Cyril  was  wTongly  accused  of  attempt- 
ing to  revive.  Ambrose,  like  Cyprian,  was  quoted  as  identifying 
the  Divine  and  Eternal  Son  with  the  Vii-giu-bom  Redeemer; 
Gregory's  anathema  against  any  one  who  denie<l  the  Vii^  to  be 
Tbeotocos — an  anathema  directed  against  the  Apollinarians — was 
not  forgotten  ;  and  the  saintly  primate  of  Cappadocian  Ciesarea 
was  brought  forward  as  afl&rming  that  "  God,  the  Immeasurable 
One,  had  been  able  to  enter  into  connexion  with  death,  by  means 
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of  the  flesh,  and  without  suffering,"  i.e.  trithout  suffering  in  the 
Gmlheftd.  "  Life,"  saitl  Gregory  of  Xyssa,  "  had  tasted  of  death, 
the  Judge  had  been  dragged  before  a  tribunal,  the  King  of  all  the 
BUpramundane  powers  had  not  repelled  the  hands  of  the  execu- 
tioner "  :  herein  lay  the  supreme  self-huiniliation  which,  according 
to  St.  Paul,  was  to  be  the  pattern  of  Christian  unselfisliness. 

Cyril's  second  letter,  the  reply  of  Nesitoriua,  the  letter  of 
Celestine,  Cyril  s  third  letter,  and  the  quotations  gathered  from 
the  Fathers,  had  now  been  read.  It  remained  to  producCj  in  the 
quaint  language  of  the  punctilious  secretary  Peter,  specimens  of 
"a  book  containing  the  blasphemies  of  the  most  pious  Nestorius." 
"  Let  them  be  read,"  said  the  bishop  of  PhiEppi.  Whereupon  the 
secretary  read  some  twenty  extracts.  In  the  sixteenth  "  quater- 
nion "  Nestorius  had  owned  the  Son  of  God,  bora  of  a  woman, 
to  be  both  God  and  man,  but  had  remarked  that  the  Father  was 
not  said  to  have  sent  His  "Word;"  in  the  twenty-first  he  had 
admitted  even  that  God  the  Woi^i  had  passed  tjirough  the  Virgin, 
but  not  that  God  was  born  of  her;  (rod  the  Word^  he  had  said  iu 
another  place,  was  incarnate,  but  was  not  bom  of  Mary ;  in  another 
he  had  shown  iu  what  sense  he  applied  the  term  "  God  "  to  the 
Son  of  Mary,  by  remarking  that  Christ  was  "  calhd  God  "  because 
of  his  connexion  with  God  the  Word,  with  Him  who  was  Son  in 
the  beginning,  and  similarly  God  the  Word  might  be  "called" 
Christ.  Christ,  he  said  again,  might  be  "  called  "  God  in  the  same 
sense  as,  though  in  a  higher  degree  than,  Moses — alluding  to 
Exod.  vii.  1,  "  See,  I  have  made  thee  a  god  to  Pharaoh."  The 
extraordinary  remark  that  Jesus  said,  not  *'  He  that  eateth  My 
Divinity  "  but  "  He  that  eateth  My  Flesh,"  appeared  in  the  series. 
The  last  extract  was  the  passage  in  which  Nestorius  had  spoken  of 
his  people  as  pious  but  ignorant,  and  had  laid  the  blame  of  their 
ignorance  on  their  former  teachers.  Last  of  all  the  documents 
then  read  was  the  letter  of  Capreolus  of  Carthage,  on  which  Cyril 
remarked  that  it  contained  a  clear  judgment ;  "  His  desire  is  that 
the  ancient  doctrines  of  tlte  faith  should  be  contirmed,  and  the  new 
doctrines,  absurdly  invented  and  impiously  expressed,  should  be 
rejected  and  expelled."  All  the  bishops  responded,  "  So  say  we 
all,  thig  is  the  wish  of  u^  all ; "  and  then,  as  the  shadows  of  the 
June  evening  began  to  fall  heavily,  the  formal  sentence  of  de^iosi- 
tion  was  promulgated  against  Nestorius,  in  the  name  of  "  Jesus 
Christ  whom  he  had  blasphemed."  The  sentence  recites  that  "  the 
most  impious  Nestorius  "  had  refused  to  attend  although  formally 
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cited ;  that  the  Council  had  therefore  been  obliged  to  ascertain  Ids 
real  aeutiments,  partly  ixoui  his  letters  and  -wTitiiigs,  partly  from 
his  oral  aasertions  lately  made  in  this  metropolis  of  Ephesus,  and 
so,  "  being  placed  under  urgent  necessity  by  the  canons,  and  by 
the  letter  of  the  mont  holy  father  and  fellow-miulster,  Celestine, 
the  bishop  of  the  Eomans'  church,  after  many  tears  "  (a  conven- 
tional expression  for  "  very  reluctantly")  had  proceeded  to  "this 
melancholy  decision.  That  Christ,  by  the  Synod,  pronoimced 
Nestorius  to  be  alien  from  the  episcopal  dignity  and  from  every 
priestly  assemblage."  The  bishops  then  signed  in  order,  as 
"decreeing  this  with  the  holy  Council,"  or  as  "agreeing  with  the 
holy  Coimcil ; "  and  they  tlien  passed  forth  from  St.  Mary's 
church  into  the  darkness  which  had  now  conio  on,  but  which  was 
illuminated  by  the  enthusiastic  people  with  a  multitude  of  tapers, 
while  the  women  testified  their  joy  by  biu:Tiing  incense.  The  pre- 
lates themselves  would  rejoice  in  the  vindication  of  tho  di\inity  of 
Christ;  the  female  enthusiasts,  we  must  needs  think,  were  more 
powerfully  moved  by  the  securing  of  a  title  for  His  Mother. 

Thus  ended  the  first  session  of  the  Council.  On  looking  back 
over  its  proceedings,  we  see  clearly  that  the  Coxmcil  had  not  taken 
Celestine's  action  as  decisive,  had  not  accepted  the  position  of 
being  his  instrument,  but  had  assumed,  as  of  right  and  as  a  matter 
of  course,  the  very  difierent  position  of  supreme  judge,  however 
unjudicial  hatl  been  its  determination  to  act  without  the  "  Oriental " 
contingent.  Why,  then,  it  may  be  asked,  did  it  ascribe  such 
"constraining"  authority  to  Celestine's  letter,  and  seem  to  co- 
ordinate it  with  the  canons  ?  This  was  by  way  of  compensation 
to  Celestine  for  any  apparent  slight  to  his  own  sentence  :  it  was 
politic,  because  the  support  of  Borne  was  urgently  required  in 
view  of  an  impending  contest  with  the  Court  and  with  the 
"  Orient ; "  and  it  was  natural,  considering  the  high  dignity  which 
all  Churchmen  then  assigned  to  the  first  see,  while  as  yet  the 
precise  scoi>e  of  its  legitimate  action  and  influence  had  not  been 
defined  by  the  bishops  themselves,  and  tins  was  not  the  time  for 
defining  it. 

Xext  day  the  bishops  signified  to  Nestorius,  under  tlie  title  of  "  a 
new  Judas/*  the  sentence  of  Ids  condemnation ;  and  wrote  to  the 
clergy  and  people  of  Constantinople,  desiring  the  clergy  to  take 
charge  of  all  the  property  of  their  Church  until  they  could  hand  it 
over  to  a  new  bishop.  In  these  documents  they  speak  as  having 
themselves  decided  the  question.    Cyril  occupied  himself  in  writing 
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to  his  own  people,  and  to  two  bishops  and  others  at  Constanti- 
nople, among  whom  the  most  remarkable  was  the  aged  Dalmatius, 
who,  {13  archimandribe,  presided  over  the  monastic  societies  of  the 
city ;  he  had  served  in  the  body-guard  of  Theodosius  the  Greats 
and  was  held  in  high  reverence  by  the  present  Emperor.  On 
Saturday  the  27th,  various  bishops  preached  on  the  subject  of  the 
controversy.  Theodotua  of  Anc}Ta  delivered  an  eloquent  discourse, 
n Turing  the  personal  unity  of  the  God-Man  as  necessary  to  the 
efficacy  of  the  Eedemption,  and  de<?cribing  the  deposition  of 
Nestorius  as  the  necessary  excision  of  a  diseased  member  from  the 
Church.  Rheginus  of  Coiistaatia  in  Cyprus  was  asked  to  speak, 
and  poured  forth  a  vehement  invective  against  Nestorius,  whose 
sin  he  dared  to  describe  as  irremissiblo.  Cyril  liiuiself  spoke  after- 
wards, in  deference,  as  he  said,  to  the  insatiable  eagerness  of  the  con- 
gregation ;  taking  care,  aa  usual,  to  disclaim  all  notion  of  a  "  change 
of  the  Godhead  "  or  any  "fusion  "  in  the  assumption  of  humanity. 

Meantime,  the  clouds  were  darkening  overhead  for  a  new 
tempest — it  is  Tillemont's  apt  metaphor.  No  pujjular  ovation 
could  long  conceal  the  fact  that  the  bishops,  led  by  Cyril,  had, 
by  their  refusal  to  wait  a  few  days  longer,  involved  them- 
selves, and  the  cause  of  Catholic  doctrine,  in  great  difficulties, 
and  brought  new  complications  into  a  sufficiently  embittered 
controversy.  Candidian  had  addressed  to  the  Council  another 
short  protest,  and  (on  June  23)  issued  an  edict  declaring  all 
that  had  been  done  to  be  null  and  void  because  all  were  not 
present.  He  sent  to  his  master  his  own  account  of  the  late  pro- 
ceedings ;  and  Nestorius,  with  about  fifteen  other  metropolitans, 
despatched  a  complaint  of  the  violence  and  irregularity  of  his 
opponents'  conduct,  and  requested  that  he  might  be  recalled  to 
Constantinople  and  have  the  opportunity  of  stating  Ms  case  before 
a  more  orderly  synod.  If  he  had  been  harshly  treated  by 
Memnon,  Le  seems  to  have  req^uited  it  by  employing  Candidian 
to  harass  the  bishopM.  to  lunder  them  from  procuring  food,  and 
to  encourage  some  rough  jieasants  to  insult  them.  After  some 
time  spent  in  drawing  up  the  acts  of  the  late  session,  they  were 
sent  to  Theodosius,  with  a  letter  narrating  its  proceedings  from 
the  Councirs  point  of  view. 

And  now,  on  Inday  the  26th,  or  Saturday  the  27th,  John  of 
Antioch  at  last  arrived,  with  about  fom*t€en  bishops.  His  indig- 
nation at  finding  that  the  Council  had  met  and  acted  was  shown 
by  the  steps  which  he  took  "  in  the  very  hour  "  of  his  arrival ; 
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1>eing  joined  \>j  some  Xestorianizers  already  at  Ephesua,  he  pro- 
ceeded at  ODce  to  hold  a  Council  of  hia  own,  without  waiting  to 
change  his  dusty  gaiTnents.  This  assembly  conaisted  of  only 
forty-three  bishops,  among  whom  were  Alexander  of  Hierapolis, 
Paul  of  Emosa,  and  Theodoret ;  and  Candidiaii  api)eartid  before  it, 
secure  of  its  symi>athy.  to  denounce  Cyril,  Meiunou,  and  their 
adherents.  After  he  bad  said  his  say,  be  left  the  room,  and  the 
"  Orientals "  in  due  fonn  voted  the  deposition  of  Cyril  and 
Memnon  for  violence,  for  heretical  intention,  as  shown  Ijy  their 
attempt  to  quash  inquiiy  into  the  Cyrilline  "articles"  or  ana- 
tliema-s,  and  for  not  awaiting  the  arrival  of  their  brethren.  Their 
supporters  were  declared  "  excommunicate,"  imtil  they  returned 
to  the  suuplicity  of  the  Xicene  faith  and  anathematized  the 
"  articles "  of  Cyril  "  Thus/'  says  Tillemont,  "  the  Orientals, 
who  accused  St.  C3Til  of  an  irregular  proceeding,  were  guilty  of 
one  yet  more  irregular,  which  caused  great  trouble  in  the  Church, 
which  cannot  be  acquitted  of  schism,  and  which  waa  manifestly 
unjust." 

Theodosius  naturally  saw  the  case  tlirough  the  eyes  of  Candi- 
dian ;  and  he  wrote  "to  the  Council  of  Eplioaus"  on  June  29th, 
suspending  all  proceedings  until  he  should  send  another  commis- 
sioner to  act  witli  Candidinn  in  exauiining  into  what  had  been  done. 
To  this  the  Council  replied  by  asked  hiia  to  receive  five  bishops 
as  a  deputation,  and  by  denouncing  their  opponents  as  partly 
imi)ued  with  Nestorius's  opituons,  partly  "  Pelagian  heretics." 
They  had  separated  John  and  his  fellows  from  their  communion 
for  having  ill-treated  their  deputies  after  holding  the  rival 
Council ;  but  they  had  not  i-eceived  from  him  any  notification  of 
its  sentence  against  them»  and  only  learned  its  nature  from  pla- 
cards put  up  in  the  city.  John  went  so  far  as  to  give  out  that  he 
meant  to  consecrate  a  new  bishop  for  Ephesus  in  the  Church  of 
St.  John,  and  tried  to  force  an  entrance,  attended  by  soldiers ;  this 
jjrovoked  a  tumult,  in  which  he  and  his  companions  were  roughly 
handled,  for  the  inhabitants  of  Ephesus,  as  a  body,  were  on  the 
side  of  Cyril  and  their  owu  primate  or  "  exarch."  But  we  moat 
observe  that  John  did  not  espouse  the  cause  of  Nestorius,  except- 
ing so  far  as  to  denj'  the  legitimacy  of  his  condemnation.  He  and 
his  firiends  drew  up  a  letter  for  the  Emperor,  which  was  committed, 
like  that  of  the  Couocil  itself,  to  the  bearer  of  the  Emperor's  letter 
of  Jime  29th. 

Several  days  passed ;   and  on  July  10th,  the  Itoman  legates 
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having  arrived,  the  Council  held  its  second  session  in  Menmon's 
house,  Arcadius,  Projectus,  and  Philip  took  care  to  bring  forward 
the  dignity  of  "their  Pope,"  "the  hishop  of  tho  ai)03toLic  sec;" 
but  Cyril  continued  to  preside,  both  as  bishop  of  Alexandria  and 
as  representing  Celestine.  A  letter  from  Celestino  was  read  in 
Latin :  the  bishops  then  asked  that  they  tnight  hear  it  translated 
into  Greek ;  Philip,  with  a  sort  of  gracious  dignity,  consented ; 
und  thus,  in  Greek  and  Latin,  it  appears  in  the  Acts.  It  is 
remarkably  explicit  in  recognising  the  supreme  authority  of  the 
collective  episcopate,  which,  when  met  in  Council,  represents  the 
Apostles.  "  It  is,"  says  the  Pope  emphatically,  "  on  all  of  us, 
priests  of  the  Lord,  in  common,-  that  the  duty  of  teaching  the 
faith,  committed  by  Him  to  the  apostles,  has  devolved."  "  Observe 
that  we  have  received  a  general  commission :  for  He  has  willed 
that  we  should  all  act,  as  He  similarly  entrustod  that  duty  to  all 
the  apostles.  Let  us  then  undertake  their  labours,  as  we  have  all 
succeeded  to  them  in  office  .  .  .  that  we  may  preserve  what  has 
been  entrusted  to  us,  and  maintained  by  ajtostolical  succession  to 
this  day."  Celestine  did  not  go  into  tho  details  of  the  Nestorian 
question,  but  in  general  terms  urged  fidelity  to  apostolical  teach- 
ing and  reliance  on  tlie  promised  presence  of  Christ.  It  is  here 
observable  that  he  now  treated  the  whole  matter  as  having  been 
submitted  to  the  decision  of  the  Council.  He  did  not  arbitrarily 
attempt  to  impose  his  own  decision  upon  them,  but  placed  himself 
in  their  class,  and  exhorted  them  to  do  their  duty,  intimating  at 
the  close  that  he  felt  sure  that  they  would  come  to  the  same 
conclusion  as  he  had  already  done.  The  bishops,  after  hearing 
this  letter,  exclaimed,  "  This  ia  a  just  judgment !  The  whole 
Council  renders  thanks  to  Celestine,  a  new  Paul,  to  Cyril,  a  new 
Paul,  to  Celestine,  guardian  of  the  faith,  to  Celestine  as  in 
accordance  with  the  Council ! "  "  One  Celestine,  one  Cyril,  one 
faith  of  the  Council,  one  faith  of  the  whole  world  \ "  One  of  the 
legates  then  observed  that  Celestine  meant  to  remind  them  of 
what  he  had  previously  decided  upon :  on  which  Finnus  remarked 
(evidently  with  an  allusion  to  Celestine's  language)  tliat  the 
Council  put  Rome's  "  sentence  and  formal  regulation  into  execu- 
tion by  drawing  up  a  canonical  and  apostolical  judgment,"  thus 
securing  the  Council's  final  authority  while  seeming  to  echo  the 
legate's  words.  The  legates  were  then  informed  of  the  deposition 
of  Nestorius :  one  of  them  took  care,  in  reply,  to  insist  on  the 
primacy  of  Peter,  and  on  Celestine's  headship  in  regard  to  the 
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tipiscopate;    Theodotus    of   Ancyra   then    referred   tx)    Celestine 
simply  aa  a  pattern  of  zeal  for  orthodoxy. 

The  third  session  was  held  next  day.  July  11th  :  the  legates 
requested  that  the  acts  of  the  first  Hesaiou  might  be  formally 
read ;  after  hearing  them,  Philip  affirmed  the  permanent  presence 
of  St  Peter,  as  holder  of  the  keys,  with  his  successor  Celestine, 
and  the  three  legates  affirmed  the  deposition  of  Nestcrios  as 
settled  by  the  action  of  their  I'ope  and.  the  decree  of  the 
Coimcil.  We  are  not  to  assume  that  silence  on  the  part  of  the 
Council,  OS  to  this  language  of  Philip's,  implied  consent.  Greek 
habits  of  intercourse  recognised  no  such  principle ;  there  might 
be  many  reasons  for  hearing  this  or  that  statement  not  only 
without  protest,  but  even  without  comment;  and  a  cardinal 
instance  of  this  is  the  treatment  of  the  famous  letter  of  Ibas 
to  Maris  at  the  next  General  Council.  It  contained  some 
language  which,  to  the  general  mind  of  that  assembly,  must  have 
been  very  objectionable ;  but  no  censure  was  jmssed  upon  it.  It 
is  observable  that  Cyril  quietly  modified  the  legates'  repi-esenta- 
tiou  by  saying  that  they,  "  as  representing  the  apostolical  chair 
and  all  the  synod  of  Western  bishops^  had  carried  out  the  oniers  of 
Celestine  and  agreed  to  the  vote  of  the  Council  of  Ephesus." 
Thus  be  distingiushed  the  position  of  the  legates,  as  really 
Celestine's  agents,  from  that  of  the  Council,  and  also  distinctly 
associated  the  Western  episcopate  with  Celestine  in  i-egard  to  the 
Koman  judgment  of  the  preceding  year.  The  Council  afterwards 
declared  that  the  legates,  who  had  spoken  of  themselves  as  bound 
to  aifirm  its  teaching,  had  spoken  "  suitably," — a  phrase  which 
clearly  refers  to  their  professed  agreement  with  the  Council's 
own  decision ;  as  much  as  to  say,  "  They  have  taken  the  line 
required  by  due  order — have  thus  done  what  was  t-o  be  expected 
on  their  part"  The  legates  thereupon  assented  to  the  synodical 
judgment ;  and  a  letter  was  «lrawn  up  to  be  sent  to  Theodosius, 
in  which  the  "  Western  Synod  "  was  again  referred  to,  and  the 
Emperor  was  entreated  to  release  the  bishops  from  further  attend- 
ance at  Ephesus  and  to  pronde  for  the  filling  up  of  tlie  see  of 
Constantinople. 

On  the  other  hand,  the  Easterns  entrusted  to  Count  Irenseus, 
whom  they  sent  in  their  own  interest  to  Constantinople,  letters 
to  Theodositts,  requesting  to  be  allowed  to  meet  "  somewhere 
near "  his  court ;  and  to  the  great  officers  of  the  court,  passion- 
ately entreating  them  to  uphold  their  cause,  and  protesting  that 
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they  durst  not  "  look  out  of  their  lodgings,  or  get  a  breath  of 
fresh  air,"  for  fear  of  the  violence  of  their  opponents.  **  Our 
houses,"  they  8ay»  "have  been  twice  marked,  so  as  to  be  more 
easily  known  by  those  Tvho  are  to  attack  us."  Irenaeus  appears  to 
have  started  on  his  journey  about  the  middle  of  July  \  and  on  the 
Ifith,  the  Council,  properly  so  called,  held  its  fourth  session,  at 
which  Cyril  and  Memnon  formally  complained  of  the  sentence  of 
deposition  pronounced  against  them  by  the  Orientals — a  complaint 
which  Acacius  declared  to  be  "unnecessary,"  inasmuch  as  any 
action  of  that  kind  ou  the  part  of  "  revolted  "  prelates  was  utterly 
null  and  void.  *'But/'  he  added,  "it  is  now  our  duty  to  call 
John  to  account  for  this  deed;"  and  three  bishops,  Archelaus, 
Paul,  and  Peter,  were  sent  to  summon  him.  In  vain  they  sought 
admission  to  his  preaeace ;  they  were  threatened  by  soldiers,  and 
had  to  hear  many  opprobrious  remarks  from  a  number  of  persons 
who  gathered  round  tham.  They  reported  their  ill  auccesa :  it 
was  resolved  to  send  three  other  bishops,  who  did  obtain  a 
message  from  John»  to  the  effect  that  he  had  nothing  to  say  by 
way  of  answer  to  men  deposed  and  excommunicate.  On  the  next 
day,  July  17th,  at  the  fifth  session,  Cyril  complained  of  John  for 
having  placarded  him  publicly  as  an  Apollinorian.  "  I  never" 
he  said,  "  in  my  life  approved  of  Apolliuarian,  Arian,  or 
Eunomian  opinions ;  from  early  childhood  I  learned  tlia  holy 
Scriptures  and  was  trained  by  the  hands  of  orthodox  fathers." 
(Of  course  nobody  could  imagine  that  he  was  inclined  to  Arianism 
as  such.)  A  third  summons  was  sent  to  John,  susijending  him 
from  his  functions  for  declining  the  former  citation,  and  menacing 
him  with  extremities  if  he  declined  this.  The  deputies  sent  were 
better  treated  than  their  predecessors,  for  the  soldiers,  and  a  priest 
of  Antioch  who  had  been  bis  Church's  agent  at  Constantinople, 
stood  their  friends.  "  A  little  pale  man  with  a  light  bejird  "  (one 
is  grateful  to  the  deputy  who  told  this  for  a  vivid  touch  here) 
came  down  to  them  with  a  paper;  they  found  he  was  John's 
archdeacon.  He  took  up  their  message  to  his  bishop ;  but  on 
returning  announced  that  John  would  receive  nothing  fmm  the 
Council.  The  Council,  instea<^l  of  absolutely  defKising  John,  ex- 
cluded him  from  its  conimuniou,  with  his  suppoiters,  including 
Theotloret.  A  letter  was  written  to  the  Emperor  informing  him 
of  this;  and  another  to  Celestine,  referiing  to  his  former  "just 
condemnation"  of  Nestorius,  but  laying  the  main  stress  on 
the   "Just    sentence   of  deposition"    whereby  the   VomumsLI  had 
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"overthrown  an  impious  heresy."  It  haa  been  their  bounden 
dut)-,  say  the  bishops,  to  report  to  Celeatine  their  proceedings — 
natural  language  enough  in  reference  to  the  first  see ;  and,  although 
they  might  rightly  have  deposed  John  for  his  conduct  towards 
occupants  of  principal  sees,  yet  they  have  reserved  his  case  for 
Celestine's  judgment,  in  the  hope  that  such  forbearance  might 
overcome  John's  temerity.  To  say  that  their  "  right "  dependod 
on  the  legates*  assent  is  simply  to  read  new  matter  into  their 
epistle,  at  the  end  of  which  they  made  the  important  announcement 
— which  sends  us  suddenly  back  to  the  great  Western  contro- 
versy, to  the  letters  of  Julian,  and  to  the  final  letter  of  Zosimus — 
that  having  read  the  Roman  decisions  against  tho  Pelagians,  they 
had  affirmed  them  all,  and  treated  the  Pelagians,  including  Julian,. 
as  heretics.  With  regard  to  tlie  pretended  sentence  against  Cyril 
and  Memnon,  passed  by  about  thiity  men,  it  had  been  treated  as 
an  impertinent  absurdity.  "  We  have  continued  to  celebrate 
divine  service  with  them,  as  before."  This  procedure  of  the 
Council  as  to  the  measures  takeu  by  Jtvhu  against  C>tQ  and 
Memnon  is  referred  to  in  a  letter  of  the  Orientals  to  TheodosiuB, 
They  tell  him  that  they  had  been  culled  to  account  by  their  adver- 
saries, but  had  said  they  would  await  his  judgment ;  and  request 
him  to  summon  them  from  Ephesus  to  Coustontinoplo,  or  else 
to  Nicomedia,  in  order  to  a  full  inquiry,  and  to  insist  that  two 
bishops  only  shall  accompany  each  metropolitan,  for  a  crowd  of 
bishops  does  no  good.  "  Tlmi  came  in  crowds ;  we  came  only  throe 
from  each  province."  They  also  ask  that  all  persons  lie  required 
10  abide  by  the  Niceno  Ci-eed,  adding  nothing  to  it,  and  "  to  refirain, 
on  the  one  hand,  from  calling  Christ  a  mere  man,  for  He  is  perfect 
God  and  perfect  Man;  and,  on  the  other  hand,  from  ascribing 
suffermg  to  His  Godhead." 

Tlie  sixth  session  was  held  on  tho  22nd  of  July,  and  the 
first  business  proceeded  with  seems  to  have  been  intended  as  a 
reply  to  those  who  accused  the  Council  of  making  additions  to 
the  Nicene  faith.  A  doctrinal  statement  was  brought  forward, 
beginning  with  tho  original  Nicene  Creed,  but  illustrating  its 
true  import  by  quototions  from  the  Fathers.  Then  came  forwanl 
(Jhnrisius,  a  priest  and  church-steward  of  Pliiladelphia,  and  made 
a  statement  to  this  effect :  twenty-one  sectarians  in  Lydia,  chielly 
"  Quartodecimans,"  had  wished  to  join  the  Church,  and  hod  been 
induced  by  two  Nestorianizing  priests  from  Constantinople,  James 
and  Antony,  to  adopt,  as  the  Catholic  symbol,  what  was  in  fact  a 
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Nestorian  formula  (ascribed  by  Maiiua  Mercator  to  Theodore) ;  it 
was,  at  any  rate,  Nestnrian  if  taken  literally,  as  representing  Jesus 
of  Nazareth  in  the  light  of  a  man  inseparably  conjoined  to  the 
Divine  Word,  although  (as  usual)  it  disclaiiued  the  supposition  of 
Two  Sons  and  affirmed  One  Son  and  Lord.  The  signatures  of  these 
i<;norant  persons,  deceived  into  taking  this  formula  for  that  of  the 
Chm-ch,  were  read  in  Council ;  and  thtin  was  passed  the  memorable 
prohibition, "  That  no  one  should  present,  or  compose,  or  frame  a 
difterent  creed  from  that  of  Nictea ;  and  that  whoever  sliould  so  com- 
jwse,  or  propose,  or  otfer  one  to  persons  wishing  to  come  over  to  the 
Chuixh,  should,  if  clerics,  be  deposed,  if  laymen,  be  anathematized." 
Although  much  discussion  has  arisen  as  to  the  bearing  and  results  of 
this  decree,  its  meaning  is  quite  cvitlent :  '*  There  is  only  one  real 
baptismal  creed,  or  test  of  belief,  to  be  subscribed  by  proselytes ;  and 
to  invent  or  use  another  is  a  high  offence."  In  order  t(j  secure 
tmiformity  on  this  point,  it  would  not  have  been  enough  to  prohibit 
any  creed  diiTering  in  purport  from  tlic  Niceue :  it  was  necessary 
to  exclude  any  which  differed  in  wording,  however  it  might  claim 
to  agree  in  sense,  for  such  a  claim  would  have  invited  discussion, 
when  discussion  was  to  be  deprecated  for  tlie  purpose  in  hand ; 
and  we  shall  see  that  this  sense  of  the  prohibition  was  tliat  which 
Cyril  himself  put  upon  it.  Observe  fiurther  that  all  use  of  any 
doctrinal  formula  beside  the  Nicene  Creed  is  not  forbidden  by  thi* 
decree,  but  only  such  use  as  had  been  maile  of  the  pretended  creed 
in  the  case  of  the  Lydian  converts.  There  is  no  doubt,  however,  that 
in  strictness  this  disciplinary  ordinance  of  the  Tlurd  Council  is 
adverse  to  the  Western  use  of  the  "Apostles'  Creed*'  as  the 
i>aptismal  formula;  but  it  entirely  fails  to  touch  our  use  of  the 
"  Quicumque,"  although  it  has  often  Ijeen  CLUoted  (for  instance,  by 
Macaulay)  as  prohibiting  it. 

The  seventli  and  last  session  was  held  in  St.  Mary's  church, 
on  the  Slst  of  July.  Rheginus,  on  the  part  of  tlie  Cypriot  bishops, 
complained  of  John  of  Anti*3cli  for  interfering  witli  their  insular 
church  and  claiming  to  consecrate  its  bishops.  Wa-i  tliis  claim, 
asked  the  Council,  ever  admitted  or  acted  upon  in  former  tunes  ? 
They  were  assured  by  Zeno,  another  Cypriot  bishop,  that  fn^n  the 
earliest  times  their  bishoprics  had  been  filled  up  by  the  episcopate 
of  their  island  tmdor  the  presidency  of  the  see  of  Salamia,  It 
T¥'ill  be  remembered  that  Alexander  of  Antioch  had  given  a 
difterent  account  to  Pope  Innocent.  The  Council  evidently  felt 
that  it  had  only  an  tz  parte  statement  to  go  upon :  as  Le  Quien 
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puts  it|  "no  one  was  present  to  maintain  the  rights,  if  any  such 
existed,  of  Antioch  over  Cyprus ; "  and  the  decision  was  therefore 
cast  into  a  hypothetical  form,  that  ij  their  statement  were  true, 
the  bishops  of  Cypiiis  mast  retain  their  independence  in  the  matter 
of  episcopal  appointments ;  and  the  like  principle  must  he  applied 
to  other  "  dioceses,"  so  that  a  bishop  who  has  usurped  authority 
over  a  province  not  properly  subject  to  his  see  must  resign  such 
authority,  "lest,  under  tlie  pretence  of  priestly  action,  the  arro- 
gance of  worldly  power  should  creep  in,  and  we  shoidd  imper- 
ceptibly lose  that  freedom  which  oiu:  Lord  Jesus  Christ,  the 
Liberator  nf  all  men,  gave  us  with  His  own  Idood" — words  re- 
markably like  those  which  the  AMcan  Council  had  addressed  to 
Celostine  just  seven  years  before,  at  the  close  of  tlie  case  of 
Apiarius.  The  resolution  before  us  is  usually  described  as  estab- 
lishing the  "Jus  Cyprium,"  and  has  been  repeatedly  urged  by 
Anglican  divines — notably  by  Archbishop  Eramhall — as  appli- 
cable to  the  case  of  the  CTiurch  in  Eritain.  Phrased  as  it  was, 
it  could  Imrdly  be  taken  as  haally  settling  the  (iuestion;  and 
some  fifty  years  later  the  see  of  Antioch  would  have  asseited  its 
jurisdiction  but  for  the  opportune  **  discovery  "  of  the  remains  of 
St.  Barnabas  near  Salamis. 

We  must  pass  rapidly  over  some  minor  matters.  An  <ild 
bishop,  Eustathius  of  Sidon,  had  long  before  resigned  under 
various  vexations;  annther  bad  been  appointed.  Eustathius  now 
begged  to  keep  the  title  of  a  bishop,  and  to  return  after  long 
absence  to  hia  own  country,  without  claiming  any  episcopal  juris- 
diction. This  was  granted.  Severe  measures  were  ordered  to  be 
taken  with  all  persons  suspected  of  Messalian  fanaticism ;  for  there 
were  many  such  in  Pamphylia.  The  Tliracian  custom,  whereliy 
one  bishop  held  two  bishoprics  together,  was  allowed  to  stand, 
the  fear  being  expressed  on  the  part  of  two  Tliracian  bishops  tliat 
Fritilas,  bishop  of  Heraclea,  having  Nestorianized,  might  ordain 
new  bishops  for  some  of  these  Thracian  towns.  Juvenal  of  Jeru- 
salem, who  had  already  in  the  Council  alluded  significantly  to 
the  "apostolic  throne"  of  his  church,  claimed  the  primacy  over 
Palestine ;  but  his  friend  Cyril  demmred  to  the  project,  on  the 
ground  that  Csesarea  had  a  traditional  and  canonical  right  which 
could  not  be  barre<l:  and  Jerusalem  failed,  though  only  for  the 
time,  to  attain  patriarchal  dignity. 

The  Canons  of  Ephesus  are  prefaced  by  a  statement  to  the 
effect  that  some  bishops — rather  more  than  thirty — '*  fell  away  " 
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from  the  Q^uucil,  under  the  leadership  of  John  of  Antioch. 
Their  names  are  given;  then  it  is  declared  that  they  were  with- 
out ecclesiastical  power  "  to  injure  or  profit  any  one,"  some  of 
them  having  alread}'  been  found  to  agree  with  Nestoriua  and 
Coelestius  (observe  the  combination),  in  that  they  would  not  joia 
in  condemning  Nestorius:  they  are  excommunicated  by  the 
Council,  and  deprived  of  all  priestly  function.  Then  follow  six 
canons.  The  first  ordains  that  any  metropolitan  who  has  joined 
or  shall  join  the  "  synod  of  revolt/'  or  shall  hold  with  Coclestios, 
shall  forfeit  all  authority  over  his  sutfragans.  By  the  second,  any 
bishops  who  had  gone  over  to  the  "revolters/*  even  after  join- 
ing in  the  deposition  of  Nestorius  (a  passage  wliich  shows  that 
there  had  been  some  such  defections),  are  deprived.  Orthodox 
priests,  degraded  by  Nestorius  or  his  supporters  for  ortliodoxy, 
are  restored  by  the  tliird  canon  to  their  rank ;  and  all  clerics  are 
forbidden  to  own  the  authority  of  "  revolted  *'  bishops.  Clerics 
who  have  fallen  away  to  Nestorianism  or  Coelestianism  are  deposed 
by  the  fourth  canon.  Clerics  deposed  for  misconduct  by  the 
Council  or  their  own  bishops,  and  restored  by  Nestorius,  "with 
hia  usual  indifference  to  Church  discipline,"  or  by  his  supporters, 
are  declared  by  the  fifth  to  remain  deposed;  and  finally,  the  si.xth 
canon  fulminates  deposition  or  excommunication  a<;ainst  ecclesi- 
astics or  clerics  who  may  attempt  to  unsettle  any  decision  of  the 
"  holy  Council  of  Ephesus." 

With  these  canons,  the  "Acts"  of  the  Council  of  Ephesus 
come  to  an  end. 


CHAPTER  XXXIX. 

THE  COUNCIL  OF  EPHESUS. — PABT  H. 

We  must  now,  in  order  to  understand  the  position  of  affairs,  look 
to  Constantinople.  At  first  the  orthodox  had  found  it  impossible  to 
send  messengers  to  the  capital,  for  their  opponents  kept  watch 
at  town  gates,  country  roads,  and  harbours.  But  a  beggar  managed, 
in  the  earlier  part  of  July,  to  carry  a  letter  from  Cyril  to  the 
bishops  and  monks,  concealed  in  the  hollow  of  the  cane  with 
which  he  walked.  This  letter  produced  an  immense  sensation. 
Dalmatius  thought  that  the  crisis  was  a  call  to  him  to  leave  his 
monastery,  having  never  passed  its  threshold  for  forty-eight  years. 
The  old  man  came  forth,  and  headed  a  long  procession  of  monks 
and  abbots,  chanting  psalms,  to  the  palace.  He,  with  the  other 
abbots,  was  at  once  admitted  to  the  presence  of  the  Emperor, 
and  was  allowed  to  suggest  to  Theodosius  what  he  should  write 
to  the  Council.  Theodosius  read  the  letter  which  had  been  so 
strangely  brought  to  the  capital.  "  If  things  be  so,"  he  said,  "  let 
the  bishops  deputed  by  the  Council  come  to  me."  "  Not  one  of 
them,"  said  Dalmatius,  "  is  allowed  to  come."  "  No  one  hinders 
them/'  said  the  Emperor.  "Yes,  they  are  huidered:  the  other 
party  are  free  to  send  deputies  to  you,  but  the  Council  is  not.  To 
whom  will  you  listen  ?  To  six  thousand  bishops "  (by  this  ex- 
travagant enumeration  he  meant  all  who  agreed  with  C3Til),  "  or 
to  one  impious  man  ? "  Theodosius  was  not  the  man  to  withstand 
this  urgency:  he  asked  for  the  prayers  of  Dalmatius,  who,  on 
coming  out,  told  the  excited  crowd  that  had  followed  him  that  they 
would  all  go  to  the  church  of  St.  Mocius.  This  involved  a  pro- 
gress along  the  main  street  of  Constantinople,  through  the  forum 
of  Constantine,  and  then,  through  the  forum  of  Theodosius  I.  and 
that  of  Arcadius,  to  the  suburb  called  "  Kxokionion."    The  whole 
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body  set  forth,  chanting  the  150  th  Psalm  ;  the  monks  held  tapera 
in  their  hands,  and  shouted  out  against "  the  enemy."  A  large  con- 
coui*8e  met  them,  and  accompanied  them  to  *'  the  mart^Ts  church." 
There  the  Cyrilline  despatch  was  read,  and  the  conference  with  the 
Emperor  described :  the  people  of  Constantinople  with  one  voice 
exclaimed,  "  AnathcTna  to  Nestorius !  " 

It  was,  perhaps,  even-  before  Thtiodosius's  permission  to  send 
deputies  had  actually  reached  Ephesua,  that  the  Council  sent  two 
bishops,  Theopemptus  and  Daniel,  to  Constantinople.  They  made 
a  considerable  impression;  but  it  seems  that  thoy  uttered  a  grave 
misstatement,  if  it  be  true  that  they  persuaded  the  high  chamber- 
lain that  Nestorius  had  absolutely  condemned  the  term  Theotocos. 
Three  days  after  their  arrival,  Ireua?us  arrived,  and  succeeded  to  some 
extent  in  persuading  the  State  functionaries  that  Cyril  had  acted 
unfairly.  Again,  however,  the  scene  shifted :  Cyril's  physician  and 
coniiilential  secretar}',  John,  came  to  Constantinople,  and  turned  the 
opinion  of  the  magistrates  against  Irenteus.  The  imperial  approval 
of  Cyril's  deposition,  which  had  been  sent  to  the  cathedral  to  be 
published,  was  modified ;  and  Theodosius  was  atlvised  to  take 
the  extraordinarily  illogical  step  of  treating  Cyril,  Memnon,  and 
Nestorius,  as  alike  deposed,  and  to  send  a  new  coramiasioner 
to  Ephesus. 

Thua  a  fresh  scene  in  the  drama  of  the  Nestorian  controversy 
was  opened  in  the  beginning  of  August,  431,  when  the  new 
Imperial  Commissioner^  John,  the  High  Treasurer,  arrived  at 
Ephesus  with  a  letter,  ia  which  Theodosius  indicated  his  pro- 
found ignorance  of  the  existing  state  of  affairs — ^in  fact,  his  con- 
fusion of  ideas  upon  the  subject — by  gravely  ioforming  Celestine, 
Kufus,  and  a  long  list  of  other  bishops,  that  he  accepted  the 
deposition  of  all  three  prelates,  Cyril,  Memnon,  and  Nestorius, 
as  "  signified  by  your  Piety."  Some  tidings  of  these  instructions 
had  reached  Epliesus;  and  a  sermon  of  Cyril's,  said  to  have 
been  preached  at  Ephesus  before  he  was  arrested,  may  be  thought 
to  belong  to  the  last  days  of  July :  it  is  remarkable  for  the 
emphasis  with  which  it  cites  texts  about  trial  and  persecution. 
"  He  who  says  that  Christ  is  tnio  God,  and  rebukes  those  that 
Ijclieve  it  not,"  so  says  Cyril  at  the  close  of  this  discourse,  "  is  he 
who  confesses  Him."  The  sermon  is  also  noteworthy  as  all  but 
expressly  saying  that  Christ's  Manhootl  was  a  human  "  nature," 
the  term  "  nature  "  being  usually  applied  in  the  Cyrilline  phraseo- 
logy to  His  Godhead.     '*  Being  God  by  nature,  He  became  like 
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M,  not  having  cast  aaide  His  existence  as  Grod,  but  having  honoured 
the  nature  of  man." 

Count  John's  arrival,  as  we  learn  frora  his  oavti  narrative  to 
the  Emperor,  was  hindered  by  some  important  affairs,  but  for 
which,  he  writes,  he  would  have  arrived  sooner.  When  he  came, 
he  "  ^T^eted  the  bishops  who  had  assembled  ; "  but  his  presence 
produced  much  excitement.  Cjxil  and  Meinnon  put  themselves 
on  their  guard  \  Count  John  desired  all  the  prelates  to  attend  at 
Ids  lodgiuga  the  next  day.  and  lu  order  to  prevent  any  collision, 
3uch  as  the  hot  temper  of  the  oppit.sing  parties  might  produce,  took 
pains  to  arrange  the  order  iu  which  they  shouhl  enter.  All 
appeared  except  Memnou.  The  question  at  first  mooted  was  as  to 
the  reading  of  the  imperia!  letter.  "  It  cannot  Ije  read,"  said  the 
adherents  of  Cyril,  "in  the  presence  of  Nestorius,  or  of  the 
Orientals  who  came  with  John  of  Antioch.  They  are  out  of  our 
communion."  "  It  cannot  bo  read/'  retorted  their  opponents,  "in 
the  hearing  of  Cyril  or  of  Memnon."  Nearly  the  whole  day  was 
spent  in  this  dispute ;  at  last,  (^ount  John,  in  his  own  words, 
"  removed  Nestorius  and  C}Til  by  persuasion,  and,  if  one  must  say 
the  truth,  by  force."  Then  he  read  the  Emperor's  letter.  John  of 
Antioch  and  his  friends  approved  of  it.  The  others  protested  that 
Cyril  and  Memnon  had  not  been  deposed  by  any  competent 
authority.  "  To  prevent  further  sedition,"  as  he  expressed  it,  the 
Count  handed  over  Nestorius  to  the  keeping  of  Candidian,  and 
Cyril  to  that  of  another  count  named  James.  Memnon  being 
absent,  two  Church  officials,  with  the  archdeacon  of  Ephesus,  were 
sent  to  inform  him  of  his  deposition,  and  to  demand  possession  of 
the  Chuj'ch  property.  He  quietly  assured  them  that  ho  would,  at 
his  own  peril,  keep  it  safe.  Count  John  now  thought  fit  to  go  to 
the  cathedral  to  say  his  prayers,  and  sent  one  of  the  "  Palatines," 
or  ofl&cials  of  the  chief  civil  departments,  to  summon  Memnon. 
When  he  came,  as  he  did  without  further  delay,  Count  John  asked, 
"  Why  did  you  not  come  to  me  in  the  morning  ?  "  "  Because  I 
was  unwell."  The  Count  proceedetl  to  give  him  what  he  delicately 
called  "  admonition  "  or  coxinsel ;  but  Memnon  cut  him  short  by 
proceeding  at  once  to  the  Count's  own  dwelling,  where  he  was 
presently  given  into  the  custody  of  Count  James.  Thus  ended  the 
first  day;  and  Count  John  at  once  drew  up  his  report  to  the 
Emperor,  in  which  he  not  only  suppressed  the  fact  that  Cyril's 
adherents  formed  the  great  majority,  but  virtually  represents  them 
as  altogether  in  the  wrong. 
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Tliia,  then,  was  the  position  of  matters.  The  "  Orientals,"  as 
they  are  specifically  called,  that  is^  the  Antiochene  party,  were  for 
the  time  content  to  put  aside  the  cLiim  of  Nestoriua  :  they  \vrote 
to  the  Church  of  Antioch,  rejoicing  in  the  arrest  of  Cyril  and 
Memnon,  and  proclaiming  that  God  was  on  their  side;  and  to 
Acacius  of  Beroea,  in  similar  terms,  and  with  denunciations  of 
the  anaLhematiams  of  CjniL  The  arrested  prelates,  meantime, 
were  treated  with  considerable  severicy ;  they  were,  as  the  Orientals 
describe  it,  guarded  in  separate  rooms,  night  and  day,  by  a  multi- 
tude of  soldiers ;  these  guards,  as  Cyril  himself  tolls  us,  slept  at 
the  doors  of  their  chambers.  The  feelings  of  the  orthodox  bishops 
in  these  circumstances  may  be  easily  imagined.  They  %vrote  a 
professedly  synodical  letter  to  the  Emperor,  in  which  they  recounted 
the  attempts  of  Nestorius  to  "  corrupt  the  true  faith  by  sophisms 
alien  to  its  nature ; "  his  consequent  excommunication  ;  the  intrigues 
of  some  thiiiy  or  more  bishops,  adherents  of  John  of  Anbioch,  by 
whose  representations  Tlieodosius  had  been  led  to  think  that  the 
Council  had  deposed  Cyril  and  Memnou.  The  Coimcil,  they 
assert,  had  done  nothing  of  the  kind  ;  on  the  contrary,  it  had  acted 
only  against  Nestorius  and  his  abettors.  The  Emperor  had,  by  his 
own  letter,  admitted  that  Nestorius  had  been  synodically  deposed : 
it  followed  then  that  the  proceedings  of  his  abettors,  dictated  as 
they  were  by  a  spirit  of  revenge,  must  be  of  no  force,  and  the 
Emperor  was  therefore  requested  to  restore  to  the  Council  its 
"  leaders,"  Cyril  and  Memnon.  On  learning  that  Count  John  had 
misstated  the  case  to  Theodosius  and  that  the  court  of  Constanti- 
nople was  considering  whether  Cyril  and  Memnon  should  not  be 
banished,  the  orthodox  were  greatly  disturbed,  as  C3rril  expresses 
it,  and  wrote  jinother  letter  to  the  Emperor,  reiterating  that 
the  Council  had  never  deposed  Cyril  or  Memnon,  but  only 
Nestorius,  "  the  herald  of  the  heresy  of  the  Man-worshippers,"  i.e. 
those  who  offered  a  relative  worship  to  a  Christ  not  really  divine. 
They  complained  that  the  Emperor  s  letter  had  associated  them 
with  the  separatist  Antiocheues  j  they  requested  again  that  Cyril 
and  Memnon  miglit  be  liberated,  anil  tliey  suggested  that  the 
Emperor  might  send  some  new  commissioners  to  procure  "  accu- 
rate "  information — or,  as  Tillemont  explains  the  passage,  might 
allow  the  Council  to  send  deputies  to  his  com*t.  Count  John,  on 
his  part,  endeavoured  to  persuade  them  to  hold  commuuiou  with 
the  Orientals ;  they  refusetl  to  do  so,  unless  the  latter  condemned 
Nestorius  and  confessed  their  own  misconduct      "  Will   you," 

VOL.   IL  2 


338 


Tlie  Age  of  the  Fathers. 


[Chap. 


asked  the  Count,  "at  least  draw  up  a  stateraont  of  faith,  that  it 
may  be  shown  to  them  and  become  a  basis  of  reconciliation  ?  '^ 
"  No,"  said  the  bishops ;  "  we  will  not  put  a  slur  upt>u  oui-selves, 
as  if  our  faith  were  open  to  question :  "  an  answer  which  might 
well  seem  perverse.  "  We  have  no  ueed,"  they  added, "  to  instruct 
the  Emperor  as  to  the  faith  in  which  he  was  baptized."  On  the 
other  hand,  they  were  asked,  according  to  the  Orientals'  account, 
to  subscribe  the  Nicetio  Creed  as  the  oxchisivu  foi-mula,  and  to 
disown  the  Cyrilline  articles  :  they  refused.  Would  the  Orientals, 
then,  draw  up  a  doctrinal  statement  ?  They  consented  to  do  so  ; 
but  they  found  some  difficulty  as  to  the  wording,  if  Cyril  was 
rightly  informed :  some  would  call  the  Virgin  Theotocoa,  if  she 
might  aho  he  called  Anthrapotocoa  ;  others  declared  that  they 
would  sooner  let  theii-  hands  be  cut  off.  A  letter  li'tw,  however, 
drawn  up  for  the  Emperor^  containing  a  short  doctrinal  statement, 
in  which  Mary  was  owned  as  Theotocos,  ''  inasmuch  as  God  the 
Word  became  incarnate,  and  from  the  moment  of  conception  united 
to  Himself  the  temple  which  He  derived  from  her."  Of  this  state- 
ment— which,  unless  "  temple  "  was  used  (as  by  Xestorius)  for  an 
individual  human  person,  was  quite  orthodox — Theodoret  was  either 
the  author  or  the  approver.  It  was  disapproved  by  the  thorough- 
going Alexander  of  HierapoUs;  but  it  ultimately  became  "the 
Formulary  of  lieunion." 

Tho  orthodox  further  wrote  to  the  clergy  and  laity  of  Con- 
stantinople a  letter,  which  is  vivid  with  indignation  and  eager 
deaire  for  relief  from  their  troubles.  *'  We  cannot/'  they  say,  "see 
the  gracious  face  of  the  Emperor,  from  whence  alone "  (observe 
the  ineradicable  habit  of  exaggeration  in  regard  to  an  Emperor's 
character  or  office)  '*  we  can  expect  a  release  from  annoyances  ; 
we  therefore  have  recoui-se  to  you,  who  are  in  fact  members  of 
the  CEcumenical  Council,  as  having  shown  throughout  your  zeal 
for  true  religion  "  (au  extraordinary  extension  of  a  received  phrase). 
"  Ephesus  is  to  us  no  better  than  a  prison  ;  we  have  been  rigorously 
shut  up  here  for  three  months.  Only  with  great  difficulty,  and 
by  assuming  various  disguises,  have  any  messengers  of  ours  reached 
the  capital.  Some  persons,  we  hear,  accuse  us  at  court  of  sedi- 
tion ;  others  have  dai*ed  to  affirm  that  we  liave  deposed  the  arch- 
bishop of  Alexandria  and  bishop  Memnon  ;  some  have,  perhaps, 
gone  so  far  as  to  say  that  we  have  entered  into  friendly  relations 
with  the  synod  of  revoltera  under  John  of  Antioch.  All  this  is 
false.     We  should  indeed  deem  it  a  privilege  to  be  banished  along 
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mth  Cyril  and  Memnon.    We  have  anathemfttized  John  and  his 
adherents,  first,  because  they  patronised  the  impious  Nestorius  ; 
secondly,  because  they  have  outraged  justice  aud  truth  in  regard 
Uy  Cyril  and  Memnon ;  thirdly,  because  they  have  not  ceased  to 
think  with  Neatorius  " — this  last  assertion  was  obviously  a  mere 
inference  from  the  proceedings  of  the  minority.     "Wo  had  rather 
be  deprived  of  our  churches  than  communicate  with  them,  unless 
they  entirely  retrace  their  steps.     Ask,  we  lieg  of  you,  that  we 
may  have  Cyril  and  Memnon  restored  to  us,  and  be  set  free  from 
this  detention,   wliich   is    but   confinement  under   a   fail*  name ; 
let  us  be  admitted  to  the  Emperor's   presence,  or  at  least  be 
allowtiil  tr>   return  to  our  churches,  lest  we  all  die  of  illness  or 
of  sorrow."     To   this  was  appended  a  note,  indicating   that   the 
bishops  were  suffering  in  health,  but  worded  in  the  usual  style  of 
exaggeration.     "  We  are  being  killed  with  beat  and  bad  air :  every 
day,  or  almost  every  day,  some  one  is  buried  ;  all  the  servants  ore 
Bent  away  sick  to  their  homes.    Pray  represent  to  the  Emperor  our 
distressing  state ;  but  be  well  assured  that  ii'  they  make  us  all  die 
here,  we  will  never  alter  what  has  been  settlcil  tlinmgh  us  by 
Christ  our  Saviour."     With  this  letter  and  appended  note  shoidd 
be  compared  a  letter  of  Cyril's  to  the  Church  of  Constantinople,  on 
which  we  have  already  relied  for  information,  and  which  mentions 
not  only   illness   as   prevalent   among  the   bishops,  but   serious 
pecuniary  difficulties.    "  Very  many  have  died,"  writes  Cyril,  "  and 
the   rest   are   selling  what   belongs   to   them,   having    no   other 
resource."     He  wrote  to  three  of  his  own  suffragans,  Potammon, 
Tlieopemptus,  and  Daniel,  then  at  Constantinople  :  "  We  have  been 
calumniated  as  though  we  liad  been  accompanied  hither  by  many 
people  from  the  baths  of  Alexandria,  or  by  women  of  religious 
life,"  literally,  women  on  the  ecclesiastical  '*  canon  "  or  register — 
those  who  did  not  live  in  community,  but  led  a  dedicated  life  in 
theii"  own  homes,     "Some  say,  also,  that  Nestorius's  condemna- 
tion was  bmught  about  by  an  intrigue  of  mine — was  ntit  really 
intended  by   the  Council.     But  these  slanders  were  rebuked  by 
Ccjunt   John  after  inquiry ;   and   he   ascertained    that   NevStorius 
had  been  condemned  by  the  Council,  not   to   gratify  anybody, 
but  out  of  holy   zeal   for  the  truth.     But  we  were  given  into 
custody,  and  are  still  in  custody ;  what  will  come  of  it,  we  know 
not ;  but  we  thank  God  that  we  have  been  Coxmted  worthy  to 
Buifer    bonds,    and    more    than    bonds,    for    His    Name.       The 
Council   has  refused   to    communicate    with    John    of    Antiocb. 
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'  Here/  it  has  said,  '  are  our  bodies,  our  churches,  our  cities ;  they 
are  at  yonr  disposal  ;  Imt  communicate  with  the  Orientals  we  will 
not,  we  cannot,  until  they  give  up  their  plottings  against  our 
colleaf^ies.  and  own  the  true  faith,  for  they  are  proved  to  think  and 
speak  with  Nestorius.'  Tliis  is  the  very  point  of  the  whole  con- 
tention. Let  all  the  orthodox,"  concludes  Cyril,  "  pray  for  us :  as 
David  says,  *  I  am  ready  for  scourges '  "—alluding  to  the  LXX.  of 
Ps.  xxxvii.  18  (=xxxviii.  17). 

Hefele  considers  that  the  letter  of  the  Comicil  to  the  clergy  at 
Constantinople  was  crossed  on  its  road  by  one  from  seven  bishops 
then  in  the  capital,  dfited  the  20th  of  Mesori  (the  13th  of  August), 
and  expressing  cordial  sympathy.  "  We  have  contributed  what 
we  could,  our  tears  and  our  prayers.  Moreover,  we  have  confirmed 
the  people  in  tlieir  st^atlfastuess,  kindled  zeal  Ln  very  many, 
assisted  the  priests  as  they  desired ;  but  we  would  fain  do  more  : 
write  us  a  letter,  telling  us  what  to  do,  and  relieve  our  anxiety. 
If  you  wish  it,  we  will  come  to  Ephesua ;  if  not,  we  will  stay  here 
and  work  for  you, — and  it  is  i-eported  that  the  Emperor  has  come 
to  a  better  mind  upon  the  question."  The  bishops  at  Ephesus 
replied  with  thanks,  aud  i-equested  their  brethren  to  remain  at 
Constantinople  rnt!ier  than  take  a  fruitless  journey  to  Ephesus  ; 
they  might  do  essential  service  by  informing  the  Emperor  of  the  true 
state  of  matters,  of  wliich,  it  was  to  be  presumed,  he  had  no  clear 
knowledge.  The  former  letters  sent  to  them  had  apparently  not 
been  received ;  another  was  therefore  sent,  and  a  separate  one  was 
despatched  to  the  Emperor. 

The  clergy  of  Constnntinople  were  not  wanting  to  the  occasion  ; 
before  they  had  received  the  last  of  these  despatches  from  Ephesus. 
they  had  addressed  a  protest  to  Theodosius,  which  appears  in  the 
"  Acts "  immediately  after  the  letter  last  described.  "  It  is  a 
duty,"  they  said,  "to  speak  out  'even  l>efore  kings,  and  not  be 
ashamed.'  The  Emperor  has  been  misinformed ;  the  Council  had 
never  deposed  Cyril  or  Memnon ;  it  was  the  revolters,  mostly 
heretical,  aud  without  cities,  and  excommunicate,  who  had  passed 
that  utterly  invalid  and  puerile  sentence ;  the  true  Council 
consisted  of  the  majority,  orthodox  in  faith,  superior  in  the  dignity 
of  their  sees :  to  gratify  the  minority,  in  the  hope  of  securing 
peace,  was,  in  fact,  to  ensure  a  widespread  dissension.  If  C*yril, 
the  leader  of  the  Council,  has  been  thus  irregularly  dealt  with,  all 
who  acted  with  him  will  be  ipso  facto  involved  in  a  like  penalty; 
it  is  the  duty  of  a  sovereign  who  loves  Christ  to  take  care  that  tie 
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Church  which  has  nursed  hun  be  not  rent  asunder,  nor  the  period 
of  his  reign  made  an  epoch  of  martyra/*     Of  all  the  ecclesiastics 
then  at  Constantinople  the  venerable  abbot  Dalmatius  was  the 
moat  influential  in  the  cause  of  the  Council  and  of  Cyril ;  and  it 
seems  that  he  added  to  his  former  services  another  interposition 
which  may  have  had  the  effect  of  softening'-  the  feelings  of  tlie 
court  towards  Cyril  and  Memnon.     We  have  a  letter  from  him 
to  the  CouncO,  in  which   he  tells  them  that  he  had  acted  on 
their  requests.    He  was  not  "  careless  when  the  orthodox  faith  was 
concerned :  they  who  rightly  divide  the  word  of  truth  have  life 
hero  and  hereafter;  they  who  have  fallen  away  from  Gkid'a  grace 
are  cursed  and  cast  into  outer  darkness,  like  Nestorius  and  tlios© 
who  think  with  him."     We  read  also  of  Alypius,  who  held  the 
great  place  of  priest  of  the  Apostles'  Church  in  Constantinople — 
the  church    of   imperial    and   episcopal    tombs — and    who   wrote 
about  this  time  to  Cyril,  comparing  him  to  Elijah,  Phinehaa,  and 
Daniel,  and  also,  by  calling  bim  an  imitator  of  his  uncle  Theophilus, 
indicated  that   he   himself  had  inherited  party  feelings  against 
Chrysostom.     The  interesting  part  of  this  letter  is  tlie  reference  to 
Cyril's  greatest  predecessor.     Athanaaius,  by  prayer,  had  repelled 
the  plots  of  heretics,  had  refuted  theu'  calumnies,  had  endured 
exile,  had  "  shone  out  iu  piuer  lustre  through  eveiy  trial  of  his 
iwtience,  had  woven  himself  a  crown  of  mart^Tdom,  estabhshed 
the  Homocusion,  trampled  down  Arianism,  lifted  up  orthodoxy, 
exalted  the  holy  tlmme  of  St.  Maik ; "  and  Cyril  had  followed 
in  his  footsteps.     All  that  had  recently  been  done  in  defence  of 
the  truth  at  Constantinople  Cyril  would  leftin  from  the  bearer,  the 
deacon  Gandidian.     It  is  singular  to  contrast  this  eulogy  ^vith  the 
warning  letter  written  by  Isidore  of  Pelusium  to  C3rril :  "  Do  not 
pass  violent  sentences,  but  submit  all  accusatinns  to  a  just  trial. 
Tlie  Divine  words,  *  I  will  go  do^vn  now  and  see'  (Gen,  xviii.  21), 
admonish  us  to  be  accurate  in  the  investigation  of  matters.     Many 
tjf  those  at  Ephesua  accuse  you  of  carrying  on  a  personal  quarrel, 
and  not  seeking  iu  an  orthodox  spirit  the  things  that  ai-e  Jesus 
Christ's.     They  say  that  Cyril  is  nephew  to  Theophilus,  and  shows 
a  like  disposition," 

The  archbishop  of  Alexandria  appears  to  have  chosen  this  time 
of  enforced  leisure  for  a  task  wliich  had  been  suggested  to  him  by 
some,  at  least,  of  his  brother  bishops — the  "  Explanation  "  of  his 
anathemas.  In  entering  upon  it,  he  declares  that  he  couUi  not  but 
draw  up  these  articles,  from  regard  for  the  souls  of  tliose  who 
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might  fall  in  with  the  writings  of  Nestoriua  ;  he  admits  that  there 
may  be  some  who,  while  clear  of  Nestorian  opinions  or  sjmapathies, 
do  not  understand  the  purport  of  the  anathemas,  and  he  accordingly 
thinks  it  worth  wliile  to  explain  them  one  after  another.  A  few 
specimens  of  this  exposition  may  here  be  added.  The  Incarnation, 
which  involves  the  accuracy  of  the  term  Theotocos,  was  eflected  in 
a  manner  transcending  human  comprehension,  but  carries  with  it 
no  confusion  between  Godhead  and  manhood,  no  conversion  of 
Godhead  into  flesh.  The  plu-ase  "  nat\Lral  union/*  which  had  given 
special  offence,  was  explained  lo  mean  a  *'  real  union : "  after  this 
union  had  been  effected,  there  was  one  Emmanuel,  God  and  Man, 
not  a  God  and  a  man  connected  by  community  of  honour  or 
powers.  As  to  the  various  phrases  in  Scripture  referring  to  the 
Godhead  or  the  manhood,  there  was  no  questiou  as  to  recognising 
the  manhood  in  the  Emmanuel ;  "  what  had  relation  to  manhood 
most  be  confined  to  the  limits  of  His  manhood,  for  to  Him  belongs 
manhood : "  the  important  point  was,  that  Divine  and  human 
attributes  must  alike  be  referred  to  His  one  person^  in  its  Divine 
or  in  its  human  aspect — not  to  two  distinct  individuals,  Christ 
was  not  to  be  called  "a  God-bearing  man,''  because  that  phrase 
implied  a  double  individuality;  He  was  God  Incarnate.  Re- 
peatedly does  Cyril  point  out  that  the  Nestorian  theory  really 
reduced  the  difference  between  Clirist  and  human  saints  to  a 
difference  of  degree:  as  if  in  Him,  as  well  as  in  them,  there  was 
a  visitation  or  indwelling  of  God  and  such  visitation  was  but 
fuller  in  Him  than  in  them.  The  anathema  against  the  Joint 
worship  of  the  Word  and  the  Man  was  directed  against  this  notion ; 
so  was  that  which  proclaimed  the  Word  Incarnate  Himself,  as 
man,  to  have  acted  as  High  l*riest.  In  regard  to  the  eleventh 
anathema,  Cyril  writes,  "  We  celebrate  in  our  churches  the  holy, 
life-giving,  and  bloodless  sacrifice ;  not  believing  that  which  is  sot 
forth  to  be  the  body  of  an  individuiU  man,  but  rather  receiving  it 
as  having  become  the  very  own  Body  and  Blood  of  the  Word  which 
gives  life  to  all ;  for  common  flesh  is  unable  to  give  life,  and  of  this 
our  Saviour  assures  us,  saying,  '  It  is  the  Spirit  that  quickeneth/  " 
The  last  anathema,  which  affirmed  that  the  Wi»rd  Himself  had 
snflfered  in  flesh,  is  explained,  of  course,  by  reference  to  His 
manhood.  Cyril  owns,  or  rather  proclaims,  that  the  Divine  Nature 
is  impassible ;  but  he  says,  the  Word  made  flesh  could,  as  Scripturft 
says,  vu.ffcT  in  thcjluh  (1  Pet.  iv.  1,  "  Chiist  suffered  in  the  flesh  **), 
because  He  had  appropriated  to  Himself  that  flesh  which  could 
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suffer;  and  he  concludes  by  insisting  that  the  Crucified  must  not 
be  regarded  as  an  individual  man  separate  from  the  Word,  but  as 
the  Word  Himself,  "  the  Lord  of  glory,"  in  His  passible  flesh  or 
manhood. 

The  next  scene  in  the  controversy  was  opened  when  Theodoaius, 
yielding  to  the  representations  of  the  orthodox,  resolved  to  receive 
deputies  from  the  two  contending  paities  at  Ephesus,  and  permitted 
each  to  choose  its  representatives.  The  orthodox  chose  two  of 
the  Eoman  legates,  with  Juvenal  of  Jerusalem,  Flavian,  Firmus, 
Theodotus,  Acacius  of  Melitene,  and  Euoptiua.  The  bishops  who 
sent  them  gave  them  a  letter  of  instructions:  it  was  written  in 
the  name  of  "the  holy  (Ecumenical  Council,  assembled  in  the 
metropolitan  city  of  Ephesus  by  the  grace  of  God  and  the  command 
of  the  moat  pious  Emperor."  The  deputies  were  bidden  to  hold 
no  communion  with  John  of  Antioch  and  "the  Sanhedriu  of 
revolt,"  because,  instead  of  joining  in  the  condemnation  of 
Nestorius,  they  had,  up  to  that  Tnoment,  espoused  his  cause 
(another  case  of  unfair  exaggeration) ;  because  they  had,  against 
all  canons,  condemned  Cyril  and  Memnoa ;  because  some  of  them 
were  "  Ccelestians,"  and  some  had  been  deposed,  and  they  had 
dared  to  cast  on  the  CEountenical  Council  the  slur  of  heresy.  But 
if  pressxu'e  were  put  upon  them  by  the  Emperor — "  since  one  ought, 
as  far  as  possible,  to  obey  a  Christ-loving  and  pious  sovereign" — 
then,  in  case  the  Orientals  chose  to  sign  the  condemnation  of 
Nestorius,  to  ask  pardou  in  writing  from  the  Coimcil  for  their 
offence  against  its  chiefs  (here  called  "  archbishops  "  in  an  honorary 
sense),  to  exert  themselves  for  the  release  of  the  latter,  and  to 
anathematize  the  opinions  of  Nestorius  and  reject  those  who 
openly  agree  with  him,  thm  the  deputies  might  promise  to 
communicate  with  them,  and  write  to  tlae  bishops  at  Ejihesus 
accordingly ;  for  there  could  be  no  complete  reconciliation  until 
the  Coimcil's  iissent  was  received.  "  But  you  are  not  to  promise 
to  commutucate  with  them  imtil  the  Council  receives  its  chiefs 
again.  If  you  neglect  any  of  these  instructions,  the  Council  will 
neither  accept  what  you  may  do  nor  bold  communion  with  you." 
This  docimient  was  signed  first  by  Verinian,  bishop  of  Perga.  A 
letter  whs  also  written  to  the  Emperor,  giving  a  summary  of  the 
events  at  Ephesus :  after  whicli  the  bishops  say,  "  We  lately  sent 
to  your  Pre-eminence  a  report  of  these  proceedings ;  and  now,  by 
this  letter,  and  by  our  deputies,  we  stretch  out  our  hands,  and 
touch  your  pious  knees,  beseeching  you  that  what  has  been  done 
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by  virtue  of  fraud,  and  contrary  to  the  canons,  against  Cyril  and 
Memnon  may  be  of  none  eflect,  so  that  the  Council  may  not  ho 
left  headless.  Cyril  and  Momnou,"  they  add.  "  are  orthodox : 
the  whole  Western  synod  attests  this ;  we,  who  are  fully  informed, 
have  in  writing  afRrmed  it.  We  pray  your  Majesty  to  loose  us 
from  our  chains ;  for  we  are  bound  with  those  who  are  bound, 
being  our  brethren  and  our  chiefs."  The  Western  episcopate  is 
here  again  assumed  to  have  co-operated  with  the  bishop  of  Home. 

The  Orientals  also  chose  deputies — John  of  Antioch,  John  of 
Damascus,  Himerius  of  Xicomedia,  Paul  of  Emesa  (whose  name 
will  afterwards  come  before  us  in  a  remarkable  way,  and  who  held 
the  proxy  of  Acaciua  of  Berom),  Macarius  of  Laodicea  who  also 
held  the  proxy  of  Cyrus  of  Tyre,  Apringiua  of  Chalcis  who  also 
held  the  proxy  of  Alexander  of  Apamca,  Theodorct  who  also  held 
the  proxy  of  Alexander  of  Ilierapolis,  and  Helladius  of  Ptolemais : 
eight  in  aO.  Tlie  letter  of  instructions  given  to  them  was  a  grant 
of  full  powers  and  promised  to  ratify  "  whatever  they  should  do, 
tending  to  promote  the  fear  of  God  and  the  peace  and  good  order 
of  the  Church,"  whether  it  were  done  "  before  the  Emperor,  or  in 
liis  consistory,  or  before  Uie  sacred  senate,  or  in  a  syuoil  of  fathers." 
If  they  had  to  sign  anything  in  the  name  of  their  principals  at 
Ephesus,  they  were  to  do  so ;  if,  again,  signatures  were  requested 
from  their  principals,  they  should  readily  be  given:  one  point 
only  being  secm-ed,  that  the  heretical  articles  added  by  Cyril  to 
the  Nicene  Creed  should  be  anathematized,  as  alien  to  the  mind 
of  the  Catholic  and  Apostolic  Chui-ch."  Alexander  of  Hierapolis, 
as  chief  of  the  biahops  left  behind,  added  a  note  of  his  own  in  the 
like  sense.  The  deputies  set  out  for  Constantinople  before  the 
25th  of  August,  and  reached  Nicomodia  about  the  beginning  of 
September,  But  the  Emperor  had  changed  Ida  mind  as  to  the 
pl^oe  of  the  promised  hearing :  it  seemed  more  expedient  that  it 
should  not  be  at  Constantinople  (the  Orientals  thought  that  he 
apprehended  disorder  on  the  part  of  the  monks,  who,  as  we  have 
seen,  were  zealous  against  Nestorius),  and  the  two  parties  of 
deputies  were  commanded  to  await  his  arrival  at  Chalcedon,  or, 
proi>erly  speakiiig,  at  Eufinianum,  a  suburb  of  that  city,  otherwise 
called  "  the  Oak "  and  as  such  unhappily  memorable  in  St 
Chryaostom's  history.  No  sooner  did  the  Orientals  arrive  at 
Chftlcedon  than  they  heard  news  which  troubled  them,  and  was  in 
effect  an  augury  of  the  Em[»eror*s  disposition.  Xestoriua  had,  a 
week   before^  been  ordered  to  leave  Ephesus,  and  at  his  own 
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request  had  been  permitted  to  go  to  Ids  old  monastery,  situated 

outside  the  walla  of  Antioch.  This,  aa  the  deputies  wrote  to  their 
principals,  indicated  that  the  deposition  of  Nestorius  was  regarded 
as  valid :  a  remoi'k  wliich  shows  that  they  had  previously  hoped 
to  get  it  cancelled.  The  prefect's  letter  to  Nestorius  is  extant, 
and  professes  to  grant  him,  at  his  own  desire,  pennission  to  leave 
Ephesus,  providing  him  with  conductora  and  with  all  appliances 
for  hia  journey,  and  adding  a  prayer  that  ho  might  arrive  safe  at 
his  journey's  end.  Instead  of  treating  him  as  a  criminal,  the 
prefect  remarks  that  a  person  so  wise  and  so  eminent  woxdd  not 
be  in  want  of  consolation.  Nestorius,  in  his  extant  answer, 
intimates  that  he  thinks  it  "an  honour  to  be  sent  away  in  the 
cause  of  piety ;"  but  hopes  that  thu  prefect  will  "remind  the  pious 
Emperor  to  denounce,  by  public  imperial  letters,  the  verbosities  of 
Cyiii." 

It  was  on  the  11th  of  the  Syro*Grcek  month  Goipirous,  which 
corresponded  to  the  11th  of  September,  that  the  deputies  wrote  as 
above,  ami  were  exjiecting  that  Theodosius  would  on  that  very  day 
arrive  at  the  place  of  meeting.  "Himerius  had  not  yet  joined 
them ;  he  was  probably  hindereil  on  his  journey."  They  were 
evidently  dispirited,  but  wei'e  striving  to  be  hopeful.  They  had 
no  church  open  to  them,  for  the  bishop  was  adverse  to  them,  and 
the  clergy  and  monks  were  of  the  same  mind.  But  they  had,  at 
any  rate,  a  number  of  the  laity  on  their  side,  who  came  fi-equently 
to  visit  them ;  they  could  boast  of  atldressing  large  congregations 
in  a  court  surroimded  by  quadrangular  cloisters ;  the  preacher 
stood  on  a  platform  or  raised  seat,  and  the  hearers,  wo  are  told, 
"  would  have  stayed  beyond  midday  if  they  could  have  endured  the 
heat  of  the  sun."  It  is  added  that  many  came  over  from  Constan- 
tinople to  hear  their  addresses,  and  to  exhort  them  to  persevere  in 
their  resistance  to  the  Cyxilline  teaching.  But  what  would  the 
Emperor  himself  say  ?  He,  at  first,  gave  them  some  reason  for 
hoping  that  they  would  triujnph.  At  the  first  audience  the  orthotiox 
read  their  papers ;  the  Orientals  replied,  giving  their  view  of  the 
doctrinal  question ;  and  the  Emperon  as  they  thought,  agreed  with 
them.  They  accused  Acacius  of  Melitene  of  having  maintained 
that  the  Deity  could  suffer ;  Theodosiua  started  back  in  horror, 
and  shook  his  "pallium,"  or  imperial  purple,  to  express  his  indig- 
nation at  such  a  blasphemy.  The  orthoflox  entreated  him  to 
summon  Cyril  to  Chalcedon,  and  let  him  state  his  own  case.  But 
Theodosius  preferred  to  demand  from  each  party  a  written  doctiinal 
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statement.  *'  We  can  make  none,"  said  the  Orientals,  "  beside  tlie 
existing  creed  of  Nicaea."  *'  This,"  say  they  in  their  account, 
"  pleased  his  Majesty."  Therefore  they  presented  the  document, 
framed  at  Ephesus,  in  which  that  creed  was  contained.  They 
believed  that  they  had  the  imperial  advisers  on  their  aide,  and 
were  returning  to  their  lodgings  in  good  spirits,  when  a  number  of 
orthodox  zealots  threw  stones  at  them,  and  a  fight  took  place,  in 
which  some  of  their  lay  friends  and  some  of  the  hostile  monks 
were  wounded.  They  wrote,  after  thLs  first  audience,  to  their 
brethren  at  Ephesus, "  prematurely  boasting  of  victory,"  and  asking 
them  to  sign  the  document  above  referreil  to^  after  making  two 
copies  of  it.  To  this  the  Orientals  at  Ephesus  replied:  "  Wo  have 
signed  two  copies  of  what  you  have  sent  us.  We  beg  you  to 
contend  even  unto  blood  against  the  new  heresy.  Wo  are  reatly 
to  die  rather  than  admit  one  of  Cyril's  heretical  articles ; "  so  that 
now  they  rejected  any  use  of  "  Theotocos,"  whereas  John  of  Antioch 
had  admitted  the  phrase.  They  proceeded  to  ai^^ue  from  the 
heterodoxy  of  those  ai'ticles  to  the  nullity  of  the  deposition  of 
Nestorius,  as  pronoimced  by  heterodox  persons  who  had  accepted 
the  articles :  but  this  statement,  aa  regarded  the  Council  itself,  was 
untrue.  "We  are  afraid  that  if  that  deposition  be  treated  as 
valid,  the  heretical  articles  will  he  affirmed  also.  We  send  a  copy 
of  the  Alexanilrian's  recently  composed  *  Explanation/  which  givas 
yet  clearer  proof  of  liis  impiety,"  an  assertion  which  goes  to  prove 
that  at  this  moment  they  were  virtually  Nestorians.  They  also 
wrote  to  the  Emperor,  acknowledging  his  gracious  reception  of 
their  deputies,  denouncing  the  Cyrilline  articles,  and  expressing  a 
hope  that  his  justice  would  not  allow  a  deposition  pronounced  by 
heretics  to  hold  good.  Without  naming  Nestorius,  tliey  describe 
him  as  *'  that  person  who  had  been  wronged  by  those  who  received 
the  teaching  of  Cyril,"  and  who  personally  would  fain  retire  into 
private  life,  but  they  ui^e  that  his  condemnation  would  mean  ruin 
to  the  faith. 

This  reticence  as  to  a  name  that  had  been  so  much  in  the 
mouths  of  all  men  was  the  result  of  information  aa  to  the  feeling 
of  the  court.  This  feeling  was  more  and  more  evinced  during  the 
deputies'  sojourn  at  Chalcedon.  They  found  that  the  members  of 
the  "  consistory  "  were  offended  at  hearing  the  name  of  Nestorius. 
The  gentle  temper  of  Theodosius  did  not  prevent  him  from  saying 
to  Theodoret  and  others,  "Let  no  one  mention  that  man  to  me 
•gain.    His  case  has  been  once  for  all  decided."    The  Emperor 
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was  very  willing  to  listen  to  Theodoret  on  any  other  subject. 
Hearing  that  great  numbers  resorted  to  the  Oriental  deputies,  he 
remarked  upon  it  in  a  private  audience.  **  Ta  it  fair,"  rejoined 
Theodoret,  "that  excommunicated  heretics"  (for  in  that  style  he, 
aa  a  matter  of  coiurso,  described  the  deputies  of  the  Council) 
"  should  be  officiating  in  church,  and  wt  who  are  contenduig  for 
the  faith  should  not  have  access  to  any  church  ?  "  The  Emperor 
quietly  asked,  "  Well,  what  would  you  have  me  do  ? "  "  Do  what 
Count  John  did  at  Ephesus ;  forbid  both  parties  to  officiate  imtil 
peace  is  restored.  Tell  the  bishop  of  this  place  to  allow  neither 
us  nor  our  opponents  to  hold  services  until  we  are  reconciled.'* 
"  I  cannot  give  oitiera  to  bishops,"  was  the  characteristic  reply  of 
Theodosias.  "  Well,  then,  do  not  let  Am  give  orders  to  us.  We 
will  take  a  church  for  our  own  use,  and  there  officiate  ;  and  then 
you  will  see  that  more  will  frequent  our  services  than  those  of  our 
opponents.  We  have  liold  meetings,  but  only  for  prayer  ;  we  have 
had  no  reading  of  Scripture,  no  oblation."  Theodosius  tacitly 
allowed  them  to  go  on  as  they  had  done ;  but  Theodoret  evidently 
felt  that  the  toleration  was  precarious. 

Meanwhile,  audiences  of  both  parties  were  being  held  from  time 
to  time  in  the  imperial  presence:  five,  say  the  Orientals,  in  all. 
As  we  have  just  seen,  it  was  vain  fur  the  latter  to  plead  the  cause 
of  Nestorius ;  whatever  attempt  they  made  was  sure  to  be  unsuc- 
cessful. In  regard  to  the  question  of  doctrine,  they  contended 
eagerly  for  the  condemnation  of  the  Cyrilline  anathemas,  as  a 
necessary  condition  of  the  restoration  of  peace.  They  found, 
however,  that  a  line  of  mere  denunciation  wjis  impolitic ;  and 
accordingly  requested  that  there  might  be  a  regular  discussion  of 
the  anathemas,  uudertaking  to  prove  that  they  were  heretical  To 
this  their  opponents  would  not  consent.  TOlemont  intimates 
some  surprise  that  they  declined  a  proposition  which  seemed  so 
reasonable.  But,  in  default  of  any  paper  or  memoir  of  theirs  which 
might  check  the  account  given  by  their  adversaries,  it  may  be 
conjectured,  either  that  they  refused  to  reopen  a  question  settled, 
as  they  woidd  say,  by  decree  of  the  Council,  or  else  that  they  were 
incensed  by  the  language  held  concerning  Cyril  by  the  Oriental 
deputies,  to  the  effect  that  "  even  if  he  abandoned  his  articles,  he 
could  not  be  restored  to  communion,  because  he  had  been  the 
leader  of  a  heretical  movement."  This  the  Oriental  deputies  more 
than  once  affirmed  "  with  an  oath."  And  it  may  have  been  this 
intemperate    language    which   stopped   all   discussion,  and    thus 
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prevented  the  Orientals  from  adducing,  as  they  were  prepared  to  do, 
passages  from  Athanasiua,  Basil,  Damasus,  Ainlirose,  etc. — passages, 
manifestly,  which  were  aimed  against  Apollinarianisni ;  their  point 
being  that  the  Cyrilline  articles  were  ApolLinarian. 

Eufus,  bishop  of  Thessolonica,  had  urgal  that  the  Nicene 
Creed  should  not  be  in  any  way  compromised ;  taking  advantage 
of  this,  they  informed  him  that  Cyril  and  Memnon  had  been 
deposed  for  making  a  heretical  addition  to  the  Creed  (which 
was  clearly  a  grave  misrepresentation),  and  quoted  the  fourth 
Antiochene  canon,  which  had  already  been  used  against  St. 
Chrysostom,  to  the  effect  that  a  bishop  ouco  deirosed  ttught  not  to 
resume  his  functions  without  a  fresh  S5rnodical  decision  in  his 
favour.  Cyril  and  Menmon,  they  said  indignantly,  cease  not  to 
officiate,  as  if  they  had  no  regartl  for  the  text,  '*  Whatsoever  ye 
shall  bind  on  earth"  etc.  Five  timos  had  the  Emperor  given 
audience  to  them  and  to  their  adversaries :  he  had  ordered  the 
Cyrilline  party  either  to  reject  the  Cyrilliue  aiticles,  or  to  defend 
them  in  disciission ;  they  had  refusetl  to  do  either.  And  here  the 
letter  undertakes  to  describe  Cyril's  statements ;  he  had  taught,  in 
his  articles,  that  the  Godhead  of  the  Son,  and  not  His  Manhood, 
liad  suffered,  and  that  John  i.  14  meant  that  from  the  Godhead 
iind  the  Manhood  was  made  up  one  nature^  as  if  Godlicad  hud  been 
converted  into  flesh ;  and  again  they  allege  that  C3Til's  language 
led  to  a  C4jnfusion  of  natures,  attributing  to  God  the  Word  such 
language  as  "  Why  hast  Thou  forsaken  Me  ? "  After  this  extra- 
ordinary sample  of  imfairness  (which  certainly  tells  badly  for 
Theodoret),  the  >vriters  appeal  to  eminent  fathers,  claim  Bithynia, 
Paphlagonia,  Thessaly,  etc..  as  in  accord  with  "  the  Orient,"  and 
assert  that  "  Martinus,"  i.e.  Martiiuan,  bishop  of  Milan,  had  sent 
them  a  letter,  and  transmitted  to  Theodosius  a  copy  of  St.  Ambrose 
on  the  Incarnation,  "  which  teaches  the  contrary  of  those  heretical 
articles."  To  this  they  add  (by  way  of  in  quoquc)  that  Cyril's  party 
have  restored  U)  their  office  men  deposed  fur  Pelagian  or  Euchite 
heresies,  and  have  commimicated  with  men  excommunicate.  They 
send  to  Rufus  a  copy  of  their  "  tome  " — tlie  document  ctrntaining 
the  Nicene  Creed.  Theodoret  tells  us  that  they  olm  wrote 
to  the  bishops  of  Milan,  Aquileia,  and  I^venna,  and  proved  the 
Cyrilline  articles  to  be  full  of  Ap»jllinarianism.  We  must  needs 
admit  that  misrepresentations  and  unproved  assertions  were  not  a 
monopoly  of  the  "  Cyrillines  "  in  this  contest 

Theodoret  had  given  up,  almost  entirely,  his  hope  of  gaining 
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the  Emperor  and  the  consistory,  whea  he  wrote  to  Alexander  of 
Hierapolis.     Everything  had   been  tried  ;  everything  had  failed. 
They  could  but  trust  in  God.     They  had  persevered,  and  -would 
still  hold  on.     Rut  he  sustained,  with  his  brethren,  a  severe  dis- 
appointment when  Theodosius  abruptly  left  Chalcedou,  and  thus 
overthrew  all  their  hope  of  a  sixth   audience,  and  of  a  possible 
success  in  the  matter  of  a  doctrinal  conference.     They   sent  after 
him  a  remonstrance,  or  "  contestatio,"  the  first  of  three  documents 
so  called.     In  it  they  again  declaim  against  the  Cyrilline  articles; 
i-efer,   somewhat    obscurely,   to   certain   intrigues   of  Juvenal   of 
Jerusalem  in  Phcenicia  and  Arabia ;  and  conjure  the  Emperor,  by 
the  most  sacred  Names,  not  to  let  two  different  versions  of  Christian 
doctrine  be  current  under  bis  reign,  and  be  transmitted,  'leyond 
the  empire,  into  Persia.    "  God,"  they  affirm,  "  will  bring  your 
mind  to  a  clear  appreheusion  of  the  question  :  we  wish  to  be  judged 
by  youjT  Piety ;  but,  ii'  you  will  not  act  thus,  at  least  permit  us  to 
return  home,  for  our  cities  are  Buffering  from  the  machinations  of 
the  contentious."     The  Emperor,  instead  of  paying  attention  to 
them,  proceeded  to  take  away  aD  their  hopes.     He  ordered  the 
orthodox  deputies  to  follow  him  to  Constantinople,  for  the  purpose 
of  consecrating  a  new  bishop  in  the  place  of  Nestorius  ;  while  he 
did  not  give  their  opponents  permission  to  leave  Chalcedon.     We 
can  well  understand  how  the  tone  of  their  second  remonstrance, 
written  after  this  mandate  was  made  kuown,  expressed  the  irrita- 
tion of  their  feelings.     "  The  Cjrilline  party,"  they  complain,  "  held 
a    partisan    synod   at    Ephesua,   and   confirmed    Cyril's    heretical 
articles ;  they  also  employed  base  means  to  strengthen  themselves 
by  new  mlherents.     They  ignored  your  orders  sent  through  Count 
Candidian,  through  Pallatlius,  and  through  Coimt  John,     He  called 
us  together  four  times,  and  they  would  never  meet  us  for  discussion. 
Here,  too,  they  have  played  the  same  game;  tliey  have  refused 
our  challenge  to  fair  debate  ;  yet  they  have  been  allowed  to  officiate 
in  the  churches,  while  we  have  remained  without  su/naads  "  (which 
must  mean  the  Eucharistic  sen'ice)  "  both  at  Ephesus  and  here :  nay, 
more,  we  have  been  in  peril  of  personal  ill-treatment,  have  been 
pelted  by  slaves  disguised  as  monks.     Now  you  have  gone  to  the 
City  "  (Constantinople  was  for  all  Easterns  "  the  City,"  as  old  Rome 
was    for  the  West),  "and  have    summoned  thither    these    men 
accused  of  heresy — some  of  them  condemned  by  us  as  heretics — in 
order  that  they  might  officiate  there,  and  consecrate  a  bishop.     You 
have  neither  invited  us  to  follow  you,  nor  pertoitted  us  to  return 
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home:  we  remain  at  Chalcedon,  in  sorrow  and  in  anxiety  about  an 
impendinf^  scliism.  We  are  coustiuiued  to  wain  you  in  tlie  presence 
nf  God,  of  His  Christ,  of  the  Holy  Spirit,  thixt  if  a  new  bishop  be 
consecrated  before  the  light  doctrine  is  re-established,  there  ^vill  be 
a  schism  throughout  the  Church.  The  Orient,  and  the  provinces 
which  in  this  matter  stand  by  the  Orient — Pontua,  '  Asia,* 
Thrace,  Hlyricum,  and  Italy  (for  you  have  received  a  book  of  St. 
Ambrose  contradicting  this  new  doctrine) — will  never  accept  Cyril's 
teaching."  One  marvels  how  they  could  claim  as  on  their  side  the 
churches  which  recognised  the  primacy  of  Ephesus :  when  they 
speak  of  "  Italy."  they  must  be  understood  to  ntean  the  northern 
part  of  it,  regarded  as  subject  to  Milan. 

Theodosius  so  far  acceded  to  their  request  as  to  euETer  them  to 
go  home.  He  put  forth  a  brief  mandate  addressed  to  "  the  Council 
of  Ephesus/'  to  this  effect:  **  I  have  laboured  for  the  Church's 
peace ;  but  since  you  cannot  come  to  an  union,  and  have  not  chosen 
to  discuss  the  matter  at  issue,  I  order  that  the  Coimcil  be  <iissolved, 
that  the  Orientals  return  to  their  churches,  that  Cyril  shall  enter 
into  Alexandria,  and  Memnon  remain  at  Ephesus.  But  imderstand 
that,  while  I  live,  I  cannot  condemn  the  Orientals ;  they  liave  not 
•  been  convicted  of  any  offence  in  my  presence.  If  you  really  wish 
for  peace,  write  back  to  me ;  otherwise,  go  homo  immediately.  / 
am  not  responsible  for  this  mischief :  God  knows  who  are !  "  This 
curt  and  peremptory  letter  indicates  that  the  refusal  of  the  orthodox 
to  discuss  the  question  had  impressed  him  unfavourably,  although 
he  thought  it  best  practically  to  accept  their  conclusion  against 
NestoriuB.  He  had,  intleed,  previously  signed  a  longer  letter  in 
which  C3rril  and  Memnon  were  expressly  spoken  of  as  deposed ; 
but  Tillemont  considers  that  tliLs  was  "  suppressed  as  soon  as  it  was 
framed,"  and  certainly  the  imperial  resolution  must  be  found 
embodied  in  the  shorter  letter.  The  change  of  the  Emperor's  mind 
in  favour  of  the  Cyrilline  party  is  ascribed  by  Acacius  of  Beroea 
— not  incredibly,  as  we  shall  see  later — to  bribes  received  by  a 
chamberlain  of  the  fmlace  from  Cyril's  nephew  Paul,  and  also  to 
the  influence  of  a  large  number  of  monks.  The  Oriental  deputies 
>%Tote  to  him  a  third  and  final  letter,  in  which  they  declared  that 
they  had  not  expected  such  a  result.  "  We,"  they  say,  "  have  been 
modest  and  obedient ;  but  our  dutifulness  has  done  us  no  good,  but 
rather  harm,  so  far  as  this  world  is  concerned.  Our  enemies  act 
as  they  like :  we  are  only  just  allowed  to  go  home.  Yet  you  are  our 
Sovereign  as  well  as  theirs  :  the  Orient  is  no  small  portion  of  your 
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realm.  You  will  need  di\ine  help  in  your  African  war  '*  (i.e.  in  a 
meditated  exj^iedition  iu  aid  of  the  Western  empire  against  the 
Vandals),  "  and  you  can  only  secure  it  by  guarding  the  faith  and 
preventing  a  schism.  We  must  warn  you  of  the  danger;  we  dare 
not  incur  the  penalty  of  those  who  *  give  no  warning ; '  we  pray  you 
not  to  Hufler  any  innovations  to  be  made  on  the  Nicene  faith  :  if  you 
refuse  to  hear  us,  we  will  shake  ofi'  the  dust  from  oiir  feet,  and 
exclaim  with  Paul,  '  We  are  free  from  the  blood  of  all  men ! ' " 
They  wrote  a  melancholy  letter  to  their  friends  at  Ephesus,  narrating 
the  overthrow  of  their  hopes,  hut  promising  to  use  every  opi>or- 
tunity  of  helping  the  cause  of  "  the  most  holy  bishop  Nestorius." 
Before  the  imperial  letter  coidd  reach  Ephesus,  Cyril  had  departed 
for  Alexandria,  acconlLng  to  a  note  in  the  "  Synodicon  "  appended 
to  tliis  final  mandate.  We  are  told  that  he  entered  Alexandria  on 
the  3rd  of  Athyr,  that  is,  on  the  30th  of  October,  431,  and  was 
received  by  the  city  with  a  magnificent  welcome. 

His  departure — which  Acacius  of  Bercea  thought  fit  to 
describe  as  a  flight — may  be  regarded  as  the  final  conclusion  of 
the  Council  of  Ephesus ;  but  we  must  follow  its  deputies  from 
Chalcedon  to  Constantinople,  where  they  arrivetl  somewhere  about 
the  end  of  September.  Difficidties  as  to  the  election  of  a  new 
archbishop  of  Constantinople  might  well  have  been  foreseen.  Philip 
of  Side  had  a  number  of  partisans;  but  Proclua,  titular  bishop  of 
Cyzicua,  had  a  larger  number,  and  would  have  been  elected  but 
for  the  objection — in  this  case  a  purely  technical  one — against  the 
translation  of  a  bishop.  Accordingly,  the  election  of  a  third  person 
seemed  the  safest  course  to  take ;  and  the  aged  priest  Maximian, 
who  had  been  instructed  by  St.  Chrysostom,  was  chosen  and  con- 
secrated. He  was  a  man  of  ascetic  life,  neither  eloquent  nor 
skilled  in  practical  business — preferring,  says  Socrates,  a  (piiet  life 
— but  gfreatly  esteemed  for  his  piety,  and  for  his  mimificence  in 
constructing  tombs  for  pious  persons  at  his  own  expense.  A  letter 
which  he  wrote  to  Cyril  after  his  consecration  seems  to  show  that 
he  had  a  genuine  devotion  to  "  the  cause  of  Christ," — that  his 
zeal  against  Nestorianism  was  intimately  connected  with  his 
I  Christian  piety.  He  had  a  difficult  task  before  him  when  on 
^H  Sunday  the  25th  of  October  he  entered  on  his  episcopate,  receiving 
^^  consecration  from  the  Ephesian  deputies  and  some  otlier  prelates. 
I  The  Orientals  had  lingered  at  Clialcedon,  in  hopes  of  making  some 

I         impression  on  the  court  or  on  the  people  of  Constantinople.     But 
I         they  found  their  position  simply  painful,  and  resolved  to  go  home. 
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Before  departing,  Theodoret  delivered  a  sermon,  in  which,  after 
referring  to  Christ  as  having  been  Himself  a  sign  to  be  spoken 
against,  he  declared  that,  although  prevented  from  entering  the 
imperial  city,  they  were  not  excluded  from  the  kingdom  of  heaven; 
indulged  in  a  violent  iuvective  against  the  C>Tilline  party  under 
the  titles  of  "rebellious  cliildren,"  "hatchers  of  serpents'  eggs/' 
and  so  forth ;  praised  the  zeal  of  Coustantinopolitan  sympathizers 
who  hud  cn)33ed  the  stormy  Propontis  to  visit  the  friends  of  their 
banished  pastor;  and  concluded  by  an  eloquent  but  irrelevant 
outburst  against  the  notion  of  a  "passible  Divinity."  "Shall  we 
believe  that  the  Invisible,  Uncreate,  Infinite,  Inscrutable  One 
could  suffer  ?  Ctod  forbid.  0  our  Saviour  and  Benefactor,  let  us 
never  so  apostatize  from  Thy  worship,  let  us  not  so  ignore  Thy 
nature,  let  us  not  be  so  unthankful  for  Thy  gifts,  as  to  think  that 
our  Deliverer  was  passible !  "  Theodoret  must  have  known  that 
Cyril  had  distinguished  carefully  and  clearly  between  the  im- 
passible Deity  and  the  passible  humanity  in  the  one  Christ ;  but 
he  was  just  then  blind  to  everything  but  party  spirit,  and  party 
spirit  with  him  was  swollen  into  partisan  fury.  John  of  Antioch 
added  a  few  wonis  in  a  much  more  motlerate  tone,  bidding  his 
hearers  farewell,  assuring  them  that  he  and  his  colleagues  would 
be  still  with  them  in  spirit,  exhorting  them  to  hold  fast  the 
deposit  of  trae  faith,  never  to  admit  that  the  Deity  could  suffer, 
or  that  the  Deity  and  the  body  could  form  one  nature.  We 
preach,  he  said,  "a  conjunction,  an  union — not  a  commLxture." 
After  these  addresses  the  Orientals  quitted  Chalcedon. 


CHAPTER  XL. 


THE  RKUNIOX  OF  CYRIL  AKD   THE  ORIENTALS. 


The  state  of  matters  at  the  dissolution  of  the  Ephesian  Council 
was  still  full  of  peril  for  the  cause  to  which  that  assembly  had 
devoted  itself — tlio  cause,  to  speak  theologically,  of  the  doctrine 
of  the  Hyj)ostatic  Union.  Nestorius,  indeed,  was  condemned; 
he  was  living  in  compulsoiy  rBtirement ;  a  new  bishop,  who 
agreed  with  Cyril  and  his  adherents  on  the  doctrinal  question,  hatl 
been  entlironed  at  Constantinople.  The  sentence  of  depositiou 
pronounced  by  the  Council  was  thus  eflectively  ratified,  and  the 
efforts  of  the  "Orientals"  to  get  it  cancelled,  and  to  secxu-e  their 
own  sentences,  fulminated  against  Cyril  and  Momnon,  by  obtain- 
ing for  them  imperial  sanction,  had  been  definitively  baffled : 
Cyril  \vas  acknowledged  by  Theodosius,  though  in  curt  and  un- 
friendly terms,  to  be  in  possession  of  the  see  of  Alexandria,  So 
far,  the  Council  had  triumphed.  But  it  had  not  subdued  the 
detennination  of  the  Oriental,  Antiochene,  or  anti-Cyiilline  party, 
led  by  John  of  Antioch  and  Theodoi-et.  That  party  had  made  up 
its  mind  on  two  points:  (1)  it  would  not  acquiesce  in  the  con- 
demnation of  Nestorius  or  in  the  substitution  of  Maximian ; 
(2)  it  would  not  relax  its  hostility  to  the  anathemas,  or  articles, 
of  CyriL  On  both  these  points  its  attitude  was  that  of  simple 
defiance.  Maximian  was,  to  them,  a  robber  who  bad  climbed 
into  the  sheepfold ;  Nestorius,  a  legitimate  bishop  uncanonicall}' 
and  tyrannically  expelled;  Cyril,  an  ambitious  ecclesiastical 
despot,  bent  on  the  revival  of  the  noxious  Apollinarian  heresy. 
*'  For  the  present,"  they  would  say,  "  tilings  are  against  us :  the 
Emperor  has  been  duj>ed  or  wearied  into  injustice ;  three  of  the 
four  great  sees  are  in  the  hands  of  our  opponents ;  there  is  a  preva- 
lent superstitious  tendency  wliich  impels  clerics  and  monks  to  con- 
found the  Godhead  with  the  Mauhoodj  or  to  absorb  the  Manhood 
TOL.  n.  2  a 
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into  the  Godhead  ;  and  Cyril's  articles,  as  the  expression  of  that 
tendency,  are  to  be  denounced  and  anathematized  at  all  hazards 
and  to  alJ  lengths.  This  ia  a  position  of  trial  and  difficulty ;  but  in 
the  interests  of  justice  and  true  religion — for  the  sake  of  a  person 
who  represents,  at  this  crisis,  all  sufferers  for  righteousness,  and  for 
the  sake  of  all  pure  and  worthy  conceptions  of  the  Divine  natoxe, 
and  of  the  relations  between  the  Divine  and  the  human  elements 
in  the  Incarnation — we  mitst  hold  out,  we  TJiust  fight  on."  Doubt- 
less, among  the  many  who  looked  to  the  bishop  of  Antioch  as  their 
leader  and  to  the  bishop  of  Cyrrhos  as  their  theologian,  there  were 
minds  as  firmly  convinced  of  the  orthodoxy  of  their  principles  as 
Cyril  could  be  of  the  religious  momentousness  of  his  own  formulas. 
They  ignored,  with  what  to  us  may  seem  a  culpable  blindness,  his 
explanations  of  what  in  these  formulas  had  seemed  to  involve 
Apollinarianiam ;  yet  party  feeling  too  often  means  blindness  to 
facts  which  incommode  it,  and  the  arbitrary  line  which  Cyril  and 
his  friends  bad  more  than  once  adopted  may  well  be  thought  to  have 
put  a  stumbling-block  in  their  path,  while  they  earnestly  dreaded 
anything  like  compromise  on  such  vital  matters  as  the  reality  of 
the  Redeemer's  Manhood.  Tlieir  zeal  was  not,  indeed,  "  acconling 
to  knowledge/'  nor  was  it  pure  from  personal  animosities;  but  it 
was  a  sincere  zeal,  nevertheless :  and  the  more  thoroughly  we  are 
convinced  that  the  doctrine  of  the  Personal  Union,  as  defined  at 
Ephesus  and  guarded  by  Cyril's  explanatory  language,  was  strictly 
essential  to  true  Christian  belief — that,  liad  it  been  ignored  or 
overborne,  the  Incarnation  would  have  been  evacuated  of  its  true 
meaning,  and  the  primeval  ftiith  in  a  really  Divine  Saviour  have 
been  virtually  superseded  and  brought  to  nought — the  more  bound 
are  we  to  do  justice  to  the  religious  earnestness,  the  honest  inten- 
tions, of  many  who  could  then  hardly  bring  themselves  to  admit 
the  phrase  "  Theotocos,"  and  who  could  not  read  Cyril's  articles 
without  exclaiming  against  his  "  impious  additions  to  the  Nicene 
faith,"  his  "  profane  advocacy  of  the  Apollinarian  superstition." 

The  Oriental  deputies,  on  their  way  home  from  Chalcedon, 
arrived  at  Ancyra,  and  found  to  their  disquiet  that  Theodotus 
the  bishop,  then  at  Constantinople,  had,  in  conjunction  with 
Maximian  and  with  Firmus  of  Cappadocian  Ctesarea,  warned 
the  Ancyrenes  to  treat  them  as  excommunicate.  In  their  tnm» 
they,  by  the  band  of  John  of  Antioch,  addressed  to  Antiochus  the 
prefect  a  bitter  invective  against  the  "ex-bishops,"  the  deposed 
heretics,  who  had  ventured  on  such  an  outrage.     "We  do  not  own 
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them,  nor  him  who  has  been  made  bishop  by  them,  to  be  really 
bishops."  From  Ancyra  they  proceeded  southwards  to  Tarsus. 
Cilicia  had  been  the  scene  of  Theodore's  protracted  episcopate,  and 
his  iulluence  had  moulded  very  largely  the  belief  of  the  inhabi- 
tants ;  it  was  natural,  then,  for  John  to  hold  a  CouncO  at  Tarsus, 
and  synodical  letters  were  drawn  up^  renewing  the  anathema 
against  Cyril  and  the  Cyiilline  deputies  "  who  went  up  in  his 
behalf  to  Constantinople."  The  bishops  also  bound  themselves 
again  never  to  acquiesce  in  the  deposition  of  Nestoriua.  They 
then  went  on  to  Antioch,  and  held  another  Coimcil  for  the  same 
purpose.  John  wrote  a  synodical  letter  to  Theodosius,  entreating 
him  to  proscribe  the  doctrine  of  Cyril's  articles,  as  contrary  to 
Scripture  and  to  the  Nicene  Cbreed.  He  also  wrote  to  the  *'  duke  " 
Appinianus  in  Mesopotamia,  inveighing  against  the  articles  and 
their  author.  This  happened,  probably,  about  the  end  of  431  ; 
and  soon  afterwards  John,  Theodoret,  and  other  bishops  of  their 
party  visited  the  old  bishop  of  Beroea,  and  told  him  the  story  of 
their  troubles  and  disappointments.  Acacius  wrote  to  his  friend, 
Alexander  of  Hierapolis,  that  what  had  been  said  against  the 
truth  by  the  device  of  the  devil  exceeded  all  power  of  description ; 
that  Cpil's  bribes  had  perverted  the  court ;  and  that  the  Church's 
affairs  needed  for  their  amendment  the  interposition  of  Almighty 
power. 

The  Orientals  were  farther  incensed  by  the  tidings  of  a  new 
and  important  defection.  They  had  reckoned  the  ancient  seat  of 
Christianity  in  Osrhoene,  the  "  holy  and  blessed  "  city  of  Edessa, 
as  among  tlieir  strongholds.  Rabbula,  its  honoured  bishop,  had 
now  held  the  see  for  nineteen  years ;  he  had  set  an  example  of 
conspicuous  self-devotion,  although  apparently  combined  with  a 
certain  amount  of  imperiousness ;  he  had  reclaimed  from  paganism 
a  number  of  boys  sent  to  study  Syriac  in  the  schools  of  Edessa, 
had  turned  a  Jewish  synagogue  into  a  church  of  St.  Stephen, 
and  was  among  the  adherents  of  John  of  Antioch  at  Epheaus. 
But,  early  in  432,  he  changed  his  opinions  on  the  controversy,  pro- 
nounced in  his  cathedral  an  anathema  against  the  memory  of 
Theodore,  and  against  those  who  should  read  Theodore's  books  or 
even  who  should  not  bring  them  to  be  burned ;  it  was  also  re- 
ported that  he  had  begun  to  assert  "  one  nature  only  in  Christ," 
and  to  persecute  those  who  taught  otherwise.  Andrew  of  Samosata 
learned  these  things  by  letters  from  friends  at  Edessa,  shortly 
before  the  Easter,  that  is,  about  the  end  of  March,  of  432,    "  It 
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seoms,"  he  wrote  to  Alexander  of  Hierapolis,  who  upou  all  Lliese 
points  would  feel  intensely  and  speak  vehemently,  *'  to  be  our 
duty  to  fight  openly  against  him,  since  he  openly  acts  against  true 
I'eligion,  and  has  cast  ofl'  all  the  Orientals ; "  and  ere  long  we  find 
John  of  Antioch  synodically  warning  the  Osrhoenion  bishops, 
sufTragans  of  Rabbula,  that,  if  what  was  rurnnured  of  him  were 
true,  they  must  suspend  communion  with  liim  until  he  had  beeu 
personally  examined  at  Antioch. 

But  now  let  us  look  back  to  the  position  of  the  orthodox  or  Cyril- 
line  party,  as  it  shaped  itself  after  the  consecration  of  Maximiau 
and  the  return  of  Cyril  to  Alexandria,  Infonnatiou  as  to 
Maximiau's  accession  was  sent  as  usual  to  the  leading  bishops,  in 
the  form  of  synodical  letters.  Maximian  wrote  in  his  own  person 
to  CjTil,  beginning,  "  Your  desii^es  have  been  fiilfilled,  0  most 
dear  to  God  1  you  have  beeu  made  a  spectacle  to  angels  and  to 
men,  and  to  all  the  priests  of  Christ.  You  have  not  only  believed 
in  Christ,  but  have  suffered  for  Him."  He  begged  Cyril  **  ta 
strengthen  him  by  his  pra3'er3,  to  instruct  him  by  his  counsels ; " 
luid  again,  *'  not  to  neglect  to  plead  for  luni  with  Christ  the 
Master."  Cyril  replied  with  great  cordiality.  He  was  careful 
again  to  assert  the  integrity  of  the  manhood  assumed  by  the 
Word ;  to  deny  all  "  fusion,  such  as  many  people  talk  of,  or  altera- 
tion of  the  Grodhead/' — for  the  Incarnate,  "  even  after  He  became 
man,"  remained  what  He  was  :  He  was  the  Same,  the  One :  there 
was  not  one  Son  who  was  before  the  worlds,  and  another  who  was 
bom  of  the  Virgin,  but  one  and  the  same ;  "  we  own  that  His  body 
had  a  true  rational  soul,  for  we  are  not  attached  to  the  opinions 
of  the  insane  Apollinaris ;  we  anathematize  him,  and  Arius,  and 
Eiinomius,  wiik  Nestorius."  Ho  congratiilated  the  Constantino- 
politans  on  having  obtained  a  true  pastor,  an  Eliakim  in  a  Shebua's 
place. 

Pope  Celestine — one  hardly  understands  why — did  not  re- 
ceive the  official  account  of  Maximian's  consecration  till  late  in 
December,  432,  Some  two  years  before,  as  we  know,  he  had 
quoted  a  Christmas  hymn  of  St.  Ambrose,  as  expressing  the 
doctrine  contended  for  by  Cyril;  it  would  bo  with  a  special 
pleasure  that,  amid  the  Christmas-day  ser\'ices  at  St.  Peter's,  ho 
read  out  to  his  people  the  letter  received  from  Constantinople. 
Again,  however,  one  is  surprised  to  find  a  delay  that  can  hardly  be 
accounted  for.  It  was  not  until  the  loth  of  March  that  Celestine 
wrote  to  the  members  of  the  Epheaian  Council,  expressing  his  joy 
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at  Maxiniian's  appoiritmeni.  Hu  had  sympathized  >vith  them,  he 
had  in  spirit  acted  with  them,  "  when  the  sacred  words  were 
spoken  over  the  new  bishop's  head."  He  regretted  that  the  ex- 
hishop  was  allowed  to  live  quietly  at  Antioch.  Much  had  been 
done,  but  something  still  remained  to  be  done  for  the  good  cause. 
He  himself  was  **  Icically  distant,  but,  by  aolifutude,  eould  take  a 
nearer  view  of  all  things  : "  he  adds  a  Roman  hint — "  to  St. 
Peter's  care  all  alike  were  present."  Let  there  be  vigilant  action 
against  Nestorians  :  "  although  your  sentence  against  them  be  read, 
yet  ioc  too  determine  what  seems  fitting.  In  such  cases  there  ai*e 
many  things  to  be  considered,  which  the  apostolic  see  has  always 
looked  into  " — another  Roman  assumption.  "  Let  the  actual  chiefs 
of  Nestorianism  stand  condemned :  the  others  are  to  be  treated  as 
no  longer  bishopSj  unless,  according  to  the  decree  of  the  Church 
and  the  Emperors,  they  ^vill  profess  themselves  Catholic  prelates, 
by  condemning  what  has  been  condemned.  If  John  of  Antioch  is 
likely  to  come  round,  let  liim  be  summoned  by  letters,  and  warned 
that  unless  he  condemns  Nestorianism  in  writing,  the  Church  will 
take  hia  case  also  in  hand.'*  To  Theodosius  Celestine  wi-ote  with 
iliscreditable  flattery,  comparing  him  to  Abraham,  David,  and 
Elijah,  and  exhorting  !dm  to  remove  Nestorins  into  solitary  exile, 
that  he  might  have  no  opportunity  of  mining  other  souls.  To 
Maximian  he  wrote  a  letter  of  affectionate  sympathy  and  advice, 
referring  to  the  storm  which  had  not  yet  abated,  and  the  diffi- 
cult steering  which  he  would  have  to  perform ;  exhorting  him  to 
imitate  "  John  "  in  preaching,  Atticus  in  vigilance  against  heresy, 
Sisinnius  in  simple  purity  of  life  ;  and  not  forgetting  to  mention 
the  necessity  of  resisting  the  condemned  Coelestian  error.  To  the 
Church-people  of  Constantinople  the  Pope  sent  a  turgidly  expressed 
efifiision  of  satisfaction  at  the  victory  of  the  truth.  Nestorius  was 
even  worse  than  Judas,  who  did  at  any  rate  hang  himself  in 
remorse.  His  misbelief  was  too  bad  to  be  called  "  error ;  "  let  him 
be  forgotten !  Celestine  declares  that  anxiety  for  the  flock  at  C-on- 
stantinople  has  given  liim  sleepless  nights ;  but  all  must  acknow- 
ledge that  it  had  been  under  the  care  of  the  Divine  Shepherd. 
He  referred  in  terms  of  eulogy  to  the  zeal  and  writings  of  C*yril. 
who  had  striven  to  bring  Nestorius  back  to  the  truUi,  and  had  use^l 
his  talents  so  as  to  multiply  them.  He  took  care  to  allude  to  his 
own  part  in  the  matter — which,  after  all,  had  not  been  very  great — 
as  an  instance  of  St.  Peter's  care,  and  dwelt  on  the  deliberateness 
with  which  he  had  acted.    After  describing  Nestorios's  conduct  in 
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first  asking  for  a  synod,  and  then  decliniug  to  appear  before  it, 
he  uaes  words  which  emphatically  ascribe  the  final  settlement  to 
the  General  Council  as  such,  "at  last,  the  One  Holy  Spirit, 
living  in  all  His  priests,  decreed  what  would  he  helpful  to  all :  " 
and  added  somewhat  more  on  the  merits  of  Maximiau,  and  on 
the  duty  of  clinging  to  the  true  faith.  lu  these  letters,  amid  much 
of  exultation,  there  is  something  wliich  indicates  the  wiiter'a  i:*er- 
coption  of  difficulties  and  troubles  still  attending  the  orthodox  in 
Constantinople.  There  are,  says  Celestine  to  Maximion,  waves 
that  still  rise  high ;  there  are  those  who  stand  aloof  from  the  new 
bishop  and  from  the  orthodox  Church. 

Of  these  dissentients  we  have  some  notion  from  Theodoret's 
letters  of  sympathy ;  he  had  received  letters,  be  ^^Tites,  from  the 
"  afflicted  adherents  of  aiK)stolic  doctrine  '*  in  Constantinople,  and 
he  felt  for  them  as  mother-birds  might  do  for  their  flutteiing  brood 
when  the  nest  had  been  attacked.  He  endeavoured  to  cheer  them 
by  scriptural  examples  of  eudimmce,  and  accused  the  opposite 
party  of  virtually  denying  the  Nicene  faith,  and  incurring  the 
Niceue  anathema,  which  he  quotes,  by  attributing  sullerings  to  the 
Godhead,  and  so  making  the  Divine  Son  "  mutable."  It  is  observ- 
able that  he  agrees  with  Cyril  in  using  the  origiuid  Nicene  Creed, 
without  the  additions  called  Constantinopolitan.  His  own  state- 
ment of  belief,  made  in  the  same  letter,  is  wholly  clear  of  Nestorian 
error,  and  fully  acknowledges  tlie  One  Clirist  while  ascribing  to 
Him  "  two  natures ;  "  he  afBrms,  as  imequivocally  as  Cyril  himself, 
the  strict  identity  of  Him  who  was  Eternal  with  Him  who  waa 
"  descended  from  Abraham,"  and  applies  the  term  "  temple  "  not, 
as  Nestorius  bad  doue,  to  a  supposed  Immau  iudi\'idual.  but  to 
the  Manhood  assmned  by  the  Word.  We  learn  from  another 
letter  by  Dorotheus,  bishop  of  Marcianopolis,  that  the  Nestorian- 
izera  of  Constantinople  had  no  priests,  that  some  of  them  died 
without  communion  and  some  of  their  catechumens  without 
baptism.  But  it  appears  that  somewhat  later  they  obtained  the 
ministry  of  two  or  three  priests,  one  of  whom,  Parthenius,  was 
evidently  quite  orthodox  as  to  the  Personal  Union. 

A  collision  between  the  supporters  of  Maximian  and  the  bishops 
who  acknowledged  Nestorius  as  still  legitimately  bishop  %vaa 
inevitable.  Helladius  of  Tarsus  would  not  accept  the  letter  sent 
by  Maximian  on  his  acc&ssion,  nor  place  Maximian 's  name  upon 
the  diptychfl  of  his  church,  Maximian,  indeed,  waa  going  rather 
far  in  writing  to  such  a  prelate ;  and  after  being  rebuffed  by  him. 
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pronounced  sentence  of  deposition  against  him  (one  more  stretch 
of  authority  on  the  part  of  a  bishop  of  Constautinopk),  ^^d  also 
against  Eutherius  of  Tyana,  Himerius  of  Nicomedia^  and  Dorotlieus. 
Firuius  of  Ctesarea  endeavoured  to  expel  Eutherius,  and  consecrated 
u  new  bishop  for  Tyana,  Some  Isaurian  soldiers  were  sent  to 
help  Eutheiius ;  his  people  shut  the  city  gates ;  and  the  new 
bishop  declai'od  that  he  had  been  consecrated  against  his  will, 
and,  by  way  of  exhibiting  hia  own  disqualifications,  had  presently 
put  on  a  cloak  and  gone  to  the  theatre  to  await  the  t>erformance 
uf  the  games.  Plintha,  a  general,  escorted  one  Saturninua 
to  MorcianopoUa  as  its  new  bishop;  but  the  people,  especially 
on  learning  that  Satuminus  asserted  "only  one  nature  in  Christ/' 
barricaded  themselves  within  the  cathedral  precinct,  resorted  (after 
the  Milanese  fashion)  to  psalms  and  hjrmns,  and  showed  so  resolute 
a  front  that  Saturninus  "  departed  as  he  had  come/'  Theodoret 
mentions  five  bishops,  called  John,  Peter,  Elisha,  Alpha^us, 
Jephthali,  who  chose  to  be  driven  from  their  sees  rather  than 
disown  Noatorius. 

The  spring  of  432  thus  witnessed  the  declared  presence  of  u 
deplorable  schism,  with  strifes,  anathemas,  persecutions,  on  all 
sides,  involving  both  people  and  prelates,  and  provoking  the  scoffs 
of  Jews  and  heathen.  lu  the  expressive  language  of  Tlieodoret, 
"  Although  we  are  not  only  of  one  tribe,  but  of  one  womb,  boasting 
of  one  Father,  the  God  of  all,  and  one  mother,  the  most  holy  Font, 
yet  nothing,  neither  our  common  share  in  the  mystical  Tabic,  nor 
the  feet  that  we  are  mutually  hands  and  feet  and  eyes  and  make 
up  one  body,  suffices  to  preserve  the  bond  of  concortl"  He,  for 
his  part,  regarded  Cyril  with  a  bitterness  whicli  was  but  little  in 
accordance  with  these  regrets  for  a  lost  unity  ;  and  ho  wrote  a  new 
treatise,  sometimes  called  the  "  Pentalogus,"  as  being  divided  into 
five  books,  against  the  Cyrillino  articles.  Marius  Mercator  gives 
specimens  of  this  work,  which  certainly  contain  Nestorianizing 
language.  A  number  of  short  tracts  ascribed  to  Theodoret  by 
Photiua  are  supposed  to  be  by  Eutherius  of  Tyana ;  and  Andrew  of 
Samosata  wrote  a  treatise  against  Cyril,  iji  Ids  own  name,  and  in 
a  tone  of  much  acrimony.  On  the  other  hand,  C}T:il  set  himself 
to  remove  the  unfavoui-able  impressions  which  Theodosius  still 
retained  as  to  his  conduct ;  and  the  '*  Defence  "  which  he  addressed 
to  the  Emperor  was  well  calculated  to  effect  this  object,  being 
conceived  in  tenns  of  profoimd  respect,  and  containing  distinct 
disavowals  of  any  intention — such  as  had  been  imputed  to  him — of 
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sowing  discord  between  Tlieodosius  and  Pulcheria.  He  described 
the  controversy  from  his  own  standpoint,  explained  liis  own 
motives,  dilate<l  on  the  misconduct  of  John  of  Aiitioch,  repelled 
the  charges  made  a^fainst  himself  by  disreputable  Alexandrians, 
appealed  to  the  Roman  Church  as  testifying  to  his  o^vn  orthodoxy, 
adduced  the  fact  that  Ids  "  letters  "  had  been  read  in  the  Council 
and  that  the  Council  had  pronounced  him  sound  in  the  faith.  He 
would  have  wished,  he  said,  to  be  of  the  number  of  the  deputies 
who  went  from  the  Council  tn  Chalcedon ;  he  would  gladly  have 
confronted  John  of  Antioch,  and  met  Ms  charges  point  by  point. 

Such  a  letter  was  likely  to  have  some  influence  on  the  mind 
of  Theodosius,  By  his  own  account,  he  attribut-ed  the  misfortunes 
of  the  Eoman  cause  in  Africa  (for  this  is  the  meaning  of  an  allusion 
in  one  of  his  letters)  to  the  divisions  of  the  Church  ;  and  even  on 
general  grounds  he  would  naturally  desire  to  bring  about  a  peace 
between  Cyril  and  at  least  some  of  the  anti-Cyrilline  leaders. 
Accordingly  ho  consulted  Maximian,  with  some  other  prelates 
then  at  Constantinople,  as  to  the  means  which  might  bo  taken  for 
this  end.  **If  John,"  they  answered,  "will  sign  the  deposition  of 
Nestorius  and  anathematize  his  teaching,  no  occasion  of  strife  wOl 
be  left ;  Cyril  and  Celestine  will  resume  communion  with  John, 
and  any  other  points  in  dispute  will  easily  be  settled."  Theodosius, 
accordingly,  wrote  to  John  in  the  midsummer  of  432,  and  also 
to  Cyril,  bidding  them  come  to  Nicomedia  in  all  haste,  attended 
only  by  a  few  clerics ;  they  were  expressly  forbidden  to  bring 
any  bishops  with  them,  and  were  warned  that  they  would  not  be 
allowed  to  see  the  Emperor's  face  until  they  had  made  up  their 
quarrel.  In  the  interval,  no  appointment  or  deposition  of  a  bishop 
was  to  take  place.  The  Emperor  would  not  doubt  that,  for  the  sake 
of  healing  the  unhappy  schism,  John  and  Cyril  respectively  would 
make  any  sacrifice  of  personal  feeling;  if  they  disappointed  this 
confidence,  they  mu^t  blame  themselves  for  the  penalties  which 
would  follow.  Theodosius  also  wrote  to  Acacius  of  Bercea,  and 
to  Symeon  Stylites.  Acacius  was  entreated  to  use  his  infiuence 
with  John  to  persuade  him  to  abandon  Nestorius,  against  whose 
novel  doctrines  every  one  was  contending.  The  Hermit-saint, 
who  had  within  tlie  last  two  or  three  years  raised  for  himself  a 
higher  pOlar — the  tlurd  of  three  on  which  he  passed  his  life  after 
his  first  adoption  of  that  extraordinary  form  of  asceticism — wa« 
begged  to  pray  for  the  reunion  of  John  and  CyriL  According  to 
Liberatus,  Cyril  on  his  part  received  a  letter  &om  the  bishops  at 
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Coa'itantinoplo,  exhorting  him,  eus  a  condition  of  peace,  to  withdraw 
his  anti-Nestorian  writings  :  but  this  must  surely  be  an  exi^gera- 
lion ;  Maximiau  could  not  have  ventured  on  such  a  proposal. 

Theodosius's  letter  to  John  was  entrusted  to  an  imperial 
messenger,  the  "tribune  and  notary"  Aristolaus,  a  man  of  high 
character,  who  gave  the  bishop  of  Antioch  some  preliminary 
warning  as  Lo  his  mission  just  before  his  arrival.  John  ^\T0te,  in 
anxiety,  to  Alexander  of  Hierapolia.  He  had  heard  that  some 
plot  was  on  foot  to  murder  him  on  his  journey ;  and  he  had 
learned  that  he  was  expected  to  auathematize  those  who  affirmed 
two  natures  in  Christ.  Such  an  anathema,  he  added,  would  go 
beyond  whut  uvea  CjTil  had  djired  to  say.  Would  Alexander, 
with  Theodoret  and  others,  who  were  to  assemble  alwut  that  time 
at  Cyrrhos  according  to  annual  custom,  hasten  to  Antioch  as  soon 
as  their  meeting  should  be  over  ?  They  came  as  requested ;  a 
Council  was  held,  and  it  was  resolved  that,  if  Cyril  would  condemn 
his  own  anathemas,  the  Orientals  would  commimicate  with  him. 
Six  short  propositions  were  drawn  up  for  his  acceptance :  tlie 
pith  of  them  was  contained,  apparently,  in  one,  which  declared 
that  the  Nicene  Creed,  pure  and  simple,  was  to  be  taken  as  the 
one  formulary  of  doctrine.  Any  other  doctrintd  statements,  in 
letters  or  in  articles,  were  to  be  cancelled — the  ouly  explanation 
of  the  creed  which  was  to  be  recognised  being  that  giveu  by  St. 
Athanasius,  in  lais  letter  to  Epictetus,  bishop  of  Corinth,  against 
the  Apollinaiiau  heresy  ;  a  letter  which  also  clearly  aihrmed  the 
actual  identity  of  Cliriat  with  the  Woi-d  or  Divine  Son.  The 
deposition  of  Nestorius  waa,  of  course,  not  recognised  by  the 
Orientals ;  and  they  endeavoured,  it  seems,  to  shelve  that  question. 
A  letter  to  this  effect,  wiitten  by  Acacius  or  in  his  name,  was 
addressetl  to  Cjril. 

Aristolaus  had  apparently  received  a  new  letter  of  instnictions, 
dispensing  with  the  personal  attendance  of  the  two  prelates,  and 
simply  exhorting  them  to  unite  in  spirit,  if  not  by  actual  inter- 
view. Thus  it  waa  that,  instead  of  aiding  John  to  prepare  for  a 
journey  to  Nicomedia,  the  imperial  agent  undertook  the  task  of 
carrying  the  Antiochene  proposals  to  Alexandria.  Cyril  wiis 
not  likely  to  embrace  such  terms  as  the  Ristems  offered.  It  was, 
he  felt,  absurd  to  ask  him  to  retract  what  he  had  written  in 
defence  of  the  tnie  faith  under  circumstances  which  would  have 
made  inaction  criminal.  The  request  was  thus  inadmissible. 
When  Aristolaus  urged  him  to  make  peace  with  John,  he  insisted 
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that  he  conld  not  sacrifice  his  "articles,"  but  protested,  even  witli 
an  imprecation,  that  they  had  been  framed  with  no  heretical 
meaning  but  out  of  pure  zeal  for  the  honour  of  Christ.  He  wrote 
back  to  Acacius,  who,  as  he  thought,  had  been  over-persuaded  to 
write  the  letter.  The  Mcene  Creed,  he  declared,  was  as  sacred 
and  sufficient  in  his  judgment  as  in  the  judgment  of  any  man 
living.  NeatoriuB  had  virtually  contradicted  it ;  was  he  now  to  be 
required  to  unsay  what  he  had  said  in  its  defence  against  Xestorius  ? 
Let  Nestorius  be  disowned  and  conderauod ;  and  then  peace  would 
be  possible,  would  be  certain.  For  himself,  he  anathematized 
Apollinarianism,  aad  rejected  all  idea  of  a  "  confusion  "  or  "  con- 
version "  in  the  mystery  of  the  Incaz-nation ;  ho  maintained  the 
absolute  impassibility  of  the  Divine  natui-e ;  his  aittcles  had  been 
aimed  simply  against  Nestorius  aud  had  no  other  scope  or 
meaning.  When  peace  should  be  restored,  he  would  gladly  give 
yet  fiirtber  explanations.  But  how  could  he  retract  what  had 
been  so  widely  accepted  ?  He  must  adhere  to  his  position ;  the 
Council  must  be  obeyed,  Nestorius  must  be  disowned,  his  heresy 
anathematized.  He  concluded  by  saying  that  his  sufiragans  and 
clergy  had  keenly  felt  the  ^\Tong3  done  to  him,  but  tliat  Aristolaua 
had  disposed  them  towards  peace.  He  sent  tratemal  greetings  to 
the  bishops  who  were  with  Acacius. 

This  letter  was  conveyed  to  Acacius  by  a  sulxinlinate  of 
Aristolaus,  named  Maximus ;  Axistolaus  chose  to  remain  at 
Alexandria,  but  he  >\Tote  to  Acacius,  exhorting  him  to  urge  John 
to  condemn  Nestorius.  It  would  seem  that  Cyril  wrote  some 
three  other  letters  to  Acacius.  There  were  thus  various  influences 
at  this  time  brought  to  bear  on  the  more  moderate  of  the  Orientals. 
At  Borne,  too,  Celestine  had  died  on  the  26th  of  July,  432,  and  a 
new  bishop  had  just  been  consecrated  in  the  i)er8on  of  SLxtua  III., 
whom  we  have  met  with  in  the  Pelagian  coutroveisy,  Cyril  wrote 
to  Sixtus  t-o  assure  him  that  he  did  not  insist  on  the  condemuation 
of  any  indiWdual  except  Nestorius,  but  hoped  and  wished  that  all 
the  rest  of  the  **  shipwrecked  "  might  bo  recovered :  and  the  Pope  in 
turn  wrote  to  the  Orientals,  announcing  his  accession,  and  assuring 
them  that  Cjrril  was  ready  to  forget  all  wrongs  and  all  sufferings 
of  a  personal  kind,  and  would  make  peace  with  John,  and  %vith  all 
others  except  Nestorius,  if  they  would  disown  Nestorianiam, 
oondeumed  as  it  was  by  the  Council ;  he  concluded  by  sajdng  that 
although  the  matter  had  been  definitely  settled,  the  apostolic  see 
could  not  be  inactive,  "  having  the  care  of  all  the  Chorches,"  and 
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being  therefore,  of  course,  solicitous  for  their  welfare — another 
sample  of  the  large  and  indefiDite  claims  which  popes  put  forward 
on  the  chance  of  their  being  admitted  and  thereby  forming  pre- 
cedents. 

Acacius  now  wrote  to  Alexander,  speaking  of  Cyril's  letter 
as  doctrinally  accurate,  and  asking  him  to  express  his  sentiments 
upon  it  for  the  information  of  hia  brethren.  Tlie  metropolitan 
of  Hierapolis  ^vrote  back  in  stringent  terms.  He  had  been  for 
yeai-s  fighting  against  AiKjllinarianiam ;  Cyril  was  reviving  it : 
he  might  indeed  profess  to  condemn  it»  but  as  truly  might  one 
who  held  the  Son  to  be  made  out  of  nothing  profess  to  reject 
Arianism.  "  When  I  am  in  God's  road,  I  pay  respect  to  no  one,! 
C}Til  is  a  heretic :  he  says  Christ  has  one  nature ;  to  that  nature 
he  attributes  the  Passion  and  the  Death  \  If  one  reads  candidly 
his  articles,  his  Commentary  on  the  Hebrews,  his  festal  Epistles, 
his  other  writings,  it  will  appear  that  he  teaches  this.  If  ho  does 
not>  a  word  will  settle  it :  let  him  own  that  Christ,  the  Virgin- 
bom,  the  God-Man,  suffered  in  His  Manhood."  Alexander  pro- 
ceeded to  charge  C}'Til  with  evasiveness,  as  if,  while  owning  the 
Word  to  be  impassible,  he  tiad  yet  represented  Him,  not  as  having 
assumed  passible  flesh,  but  as  havbg  **  become  flesh,"  and  so  suffered, 
as  having  become  passible.  "  Let  him  admit  the  two  Natures ;  let 
him  say,  not,  *  The  Word  suffered  in  flesh,'  but,  'Christ  suffered.' 
His  phrase  implies  one  nature  only."  Alexander  concluded  by 
offering  to  condemn  Nestorius.  if  he  could  be  proved  to  think 
contrary  to  Scripture.  To  Andrew  he  also  wrote,  expressing 
disgust  at  the  "  rapid  change  of  mind  "  which  he  had  observed  in 
Acacius.  "  I  prayed  that  the  earth  might  swallow  mo  up."  C^Tii's 
letter,  he  insists,  is  simply  a  reiteration  of  his  heresy ;  he  would 
rather  cut  off  lus  right  hand,  pluck  out  his  right  eye,  than  make 
peace  or  act  with  others  in  making  peace,  while  Cyril  did  not 
openly  confess  that  Christ  was  both  God  and  Man,  and  suffered  in 
manhood,  and  was  rabed  up  by  the  power  of  God  the  Word. 
Andrew  in  his  reply  characterized  Cyril's  letter  as  containing 
some  true  statements  of  doctrine,  but  also  some  errors  subtilly 
veiled.  Why  could  not  Cyril  plainly  assert  two  Natures  ?  He 
proceeded  to  describe  a  dream  which  he  had  had,  not  long  before  : 
it  is  curious  enough  to  be  quoted.  "  I  was  with  you  and  other 
bishops.  You  told  me  that  Apollinaris  was  alive.  '  Really  ? '  I 
said.  *  Yes,  really.'  At  once  we  were  beside  a  bed  in  which 
Apollinaris  was  lying;  you  whispered  to  me  that  we  should  not 
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win  him  over.  Presently  I  saw  John  in  bed,  and  Apollinaris 
giving  >iiTn  'eulogiiu'  or  prosents.  I  said,  'Tlio  concession  which 
John  lias  made  13  impious,'  Then  I  awoke."  Cyril's  letter  had 
also  been  sent  by  Acacius  to  Theodoret,  who  wrote  briefly  in  reply, 
to  this  effect :  "  I  see  that  Cyril  has  changed  his  opinions,  and  I 
praise  Christ  for  it.  But,  for  the  rest,  his  letter  is  wordy  and 
ambiguous  :  he  evades  accepting  our  propositions  ;  and  he  requires 
us  to  sign  the  deposition  of  a  man  of  whom  we  have  not  been  the 
judges.  This  is  out  of  the  question ;  nor  can  we  assent  to  any  peace 
which  is  not  well-pleasing  to  all.'*  Theodoret  also  wrote  to  Andrew, 
that  it  was  impossible  to  anathematize  Nestorius's  doctrines  in  the 
lump,  "  indiscriminately."  Every  godly  man  would  be  willing  to 
condemn  statements  such  as  "  There  axe  two  Clirists/'  or  "  Clirist 
is  a  mere  Man," — statements  wMch  he  knew,  of  course,  were  said 
by  C>Til  to  follow  from  Nestorius*s  language. 

Here,  then,  was  a  clear  difference  emerging  among  tlie  Orientals 
as  to  whether  Cyril's  doctiinal  statements  in  his  letter  to  Acacius 
were,  or  were  not,  clear  of  Apollinarianism.  Andrew  began  lo 
waver :  he  wrote  to  Theodoret  that  the  Alexandrian  s  letter  showed 
him  to  be  as  "  rotten  "  as  ever,  but  that  perliapa  Cyril  would  be 
content  if  only  a  certain  number  of  the  Orientals  signed  the  de- 
position of  Nestorius — a  singularly  poor  and  unworthy  expedient. 
That  some  concession  must  be  made  he  admitted ;  the  suggestion 
of  Theodoret,  that  they  should  anathematize  the  deniers  of  Christ's 
Godhead,  or  the  dividers  of  the  One  T^rd  into  two  Christa,  was 
adopted  by  him :  but  he  showed  his  laxity  of  principle  by  coolly 
remarking  in  a  letter  to  Alexander,  "  Even  if  we  do,  as  a  matter 
of  economy,  accept  peace,  we  have  no  part  with  those  who  think 
impiously."  WTiat  an  instance  of  the  fatal  imposture  of  words, 
when  diplomatic  falsehood  is  made  to  pose  as  good  "  manage- 
ment "  !  Alexander  was  above  such  paltering  ;  he  wrote  back  that 
in  Andrew's  letter  he  saw  a  proof  that  Satan  was  desiring  to  sift 
them  all.  Nothing  should  induce  him  to  call  communicating 
with  heretics  "  Cimst's  peace."  No  communion,  no  concession, 
no  siurrender,  was  his  resolution ;  in  this  he  protested  he  was 
governed  solely  by  conscience,  not  by  contentiousness  nor  ill-will. 
Theodoret  wrote  to  him  that  Cyril  kvovs  anathematized  those  who 
called  the  Go<lhead  passible,  or  assertcii  a  confusion  of  the  two 
Natures.  "  Did  he  in  his  letter  ? "  asked  Alexander  in  return ; 
"  I  cannot  see  it.  His  letter  from  first  to  last  is  a  defence  of  his 
articles.     If  you   and  John   tliink   fit  to  make  peace  'n'itfa  him, 
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aud  if  Jolm  betrays  us  all  by  au  aiTangenient  for  peace'  sake. 
I  am  clear  of  the  blood  of  all  men.  As  my  God,  the  Lord  of 
all,  lives,  better  for  my  part  tbo  Oasis,  or  any  remotest  village, 
tUan  communion  with  a  heretic  and  ^vith  betrayers  uf  orthodoxy !  '* 
Theodoret  answered  this  fiery  outbiirst  by  gently  observing  that 
he  liimself,  as  John  well  knew,  would  never  abandon  Nestorius, 
but  that  Cyril's  i-ecent  letter  seemed  to  him  clean  contrary  to  his 
former  heretical  writings,  and  satisfactory  as  a  disclaimer  of 
ApoUinarianism  J  he  would  gladly  learn  whatever  lui-ked  in  it 
that  was  contrary  to  true  doctrine.  Jolm  had  ab*eady  indicated  a 
disposition  to  accept  Cyril's  statements  as  a  basis  for  negotiation ; 
and  by  this  he  had  angered  not  only  Alexander  b\it  others,  such 
aa  Maximiu  of  Anazarbus,  metropolitan  of  COicia  Secunda, 
Helladius  of  Tarsus,  and  Eutherius  of  Tyana.  Maximin  had  been 
''stupefied'*  with  indignation  at  Cyril's  letter;  Helladius  thought 
the  proposal  of  peace  with  '*  the  Egyi)tian  "  as  bad  as  any  heresy  ; 
Eutherius  wrote  to  John  that  Cyril's  letter  contained  much  that 
was  unsound,  and  proceeded  to  criticize  the  Cyrilline  anathemas 
with  a  captiousnesa  which  perhaps  resulted  from  coufusedneas  of 
mind.  Alexander,  in  reply  to  Helladius,  denounced  as  heretical 
the  letter  of  the  "impious  Cyril "  to  the  ''most  holy  Acacius,"  in- 
sisted that  his  real  meaning  shoidd  be  scrutinized,  aud  proposed 
that  two  or  thi-ee  Cilician  bishops  shoidd  visit  "'  the  Egyptian," 
and  learn  whether  he  was  now  really  sound — whether,  as  some 
reported,  he  held  what  amounted  to  a  negation  of  his  articles ;  in 
which  case,  but  in  which  case  only,  "  let  us  commimicate  with 
him,  embrace  him,  clasp  his  knees,  omit  nothing  which  can  do 
him  honoiu-."  In  any  other  case  they  must  contend  for  the  true 
faith  even  unto  blood,  Theodoret,  although  stigmatized  by 
Alexander  as  a  betrayer  of  the  truth,  persisted  in  thinking  favour- 
ably of  Cyril's  recent  language,  and  attended  a  Council  of  his 
province,  the  Euphratesian,  at  which  it  was  resolved  that  the 
letter  to  Acacius  was  "  in  accordance  with  Church  doctrine,  and 
contrary  to  the  twelve  aiticles ;  "  that  if  Himerius,  the  deposed 
bishop  of  Nicomedia,  were  reinstated,  with  the  others  who  had 
been  similarly  deposed,  it  would  be  lawful  to  communicate  with 
Cyril  and  Maximian;  but  tbat  in  no  case  should  the  deposition 
of  Nestorius  be  approved.  Thus,  then,  there  were  four  shades 
of  Oriental  opinion  as  to  the  question  of  negotiations  with 
Cyril.  John  and  Acacius  were  moat  favouralile  to  the  idea; 
Theodoret  agreed  with  them  in  approving  theologically  of  Cyril's 
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recent  letter,  but  wrs  very  definite  against  abandoning  Nestorius ; 
Andrew  (iisnpproved  of  the  letter,  but  felt  that  some  negotia- 
tion was  necessary ;  Alexander  and  three  others  were  against  all 
uei;otiatiou. 

And  now  John,  after  consulting  with  Acacius,  took  a  step 
towards  peace  which  was  destined  to  be  effective :  he  commissioned 
Paul,  bishop  of  Einesa,  who  had  formed  the  most  sanguine  expec- 
tations from  Cyrirs  letter,  to  go  to  Egypt  and  confer  personally 
with  Cyril.  Paul  had  been  one  of  the  Eastern  deputies  sent  to 
Chalcedon ;  but  he  was  a  warm-hearted  and  pious  man,  eager  for 
Christian  peace,  a  rejidy  speaker,  and  of  practical  ability.  Although 
elderly  and  in  bad  health,  he  gladly  undertook  the  journey,  and 
was  supplied  with  certain  documents.  These  were  (1)  the  six 
propositions  of  the  Oriental  Council;  (2)  the  doctrinal  formulary 
di*awn  up  at  Ephesus  by  Theodoret,  and  intended  for  presentation 
to  the  Emperor,  then  withheld  in  doference  to  the  extreme  men 
of  the  OrientiU  party,  and  now  again  brought  up  for  use,  but 
^vith  a  judicious  suppression  of  the  introduction  (save  a  few  words) 
and  of  the  conclusion  which  had  reflected  severely  on  Cyril's 
articles  ;  (3)  a  letter  for  Cyril,  in  which  John  declared  that  the 
dissension  between  Iiim.self  and  his  "  brother "  had  arisen  not 
from  personal  feeling — for,  although  they  had  never  met,  they 
had  formerly  been  on  specially  friendly  terms — but  from  the 
unfortunate  publication  of  Cyril's  articles.  "  Your  Piety  may  be 
assured  that  they  astonished  me  so  much,  that  I  could  not  believe 
they  came  from  you ;  they  seemed  to  me  like  the  writings  of  a 
heterodox  person.  But,"  he  added,  "  the  harm  done  by  them  has 
to  a  great  extent  been  undone ;  I  hope,  judging  from  your  letter  to 
Acacius,  which  has  gladdened  all  lovers  of  Church  peace,  that  it 
will  be  undone  entirely.*'  There  were,  he  intimates,  expressions 
in  the  letter  which  did  not  tend  to  peace,  and  further  explanation 
was  wanted — but  it  had  been  promised  ;  and  C>Tir8  adhesion  to 
Athanasius'a  letter  to  Epictetns  was  thoroughly  satisfactory.  Let 
Am  be  accepted  as  the  interpreter  of  the  creed.  Let  no  e^orts  Ije 
wanting  to  heal  the  schism  which  has  kindled  throughout  the 
Church  a  bitterness  worse  than  "barbaric  inhumanity" — bishops 
raging  against  bishops,  laymen  against  laymen;  "clouds  of 
anathemas "  floating  all  around  \  some,  after  the  example  of 
Apollinaris,  calling  theii'  brethren  "  Jews,"  others  *'  denouncing  as 
pagans  "  those  with  whom  perhaps  they  have  often  "  received  the 
ineffable  mysteries."    And  there  is  no  one  who  "  grieves  for  the 
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affliction  of  Joseph  "  (Amos  vi.  6),  which  supplies  enjoyment  to  the 
enemies  of  Christianity.  "  I  say  this,  not  as  blaming  this  party 
and  acquitting  that,  but  as  attributing  all  to  the  confusion  which 
has  taken  place  for  the  sins  of  us  all."  John  concluded  his  letter, 
■which  was  in  parts  really  dignified  and  pathetic,  by  requesting 
Cyril  to  receive  with  kindness  and  to  confide  in,  as  representing 
himself,  the  pious  and  intelligent  bishop  of  Emesa,  whom  he  sent 
to  confer  with  Cyril  as  to  the  best  means  of  restoring  peace. 
"  For  your  Piety  ought  to  consider,  not  so  much  what  refers  to 
me  or  to  yourself  personally,  aa  how  stumbling-blocks  may  be 
removed,  and  the  peace  of  the  Church  re-established."  It  is 
remarkable  that  John  ignored  altogether  the  questions  raised  as 
to  the  deposition  of  Neatoriua,  and  as  to  the  condemnation  or 
rejection  of  his  teaching, 

John  also  endeavoured  to  mollify  Alexander,  not  without 
some  caustic  allusion  to  the  old  prelate's  passionate  declaration 
about  giving  up  everytliing  for  the  cause  of  truth.  "  Such  protes- 
tations wore  overstrained  and  needless ;  and  as  for  the  minute 
theological  discussion  in  Alexander's  letter  to  Acacius,  Cyril  had 
distinctly  disowned  Apollinarianism,  by  denying  any  confusion  of 
the  natiues  and  owning  the  impassibility  of  the  Godhead.  This 
was  explicit :  well  would  it  be  if  Alexander's  neighbours  "  (meaning 
Rabbula  and  his  firienda)  "and  those  beyond  Mount  Taurus  "  (mean- 
ing Firmus  and  others)  '*would  say  as  much  !  C^yril'a  new  aaaertions 
were  contrary  to  his  own  articles,  and  involved  a  virtual  retracta- 
tion of  past  errors.  You  say  you  are  crucified  to  the  world :  that 
is  very  well  as  regards  you,  but  nothing  to  the  purpose  as  to  the 
world ;  there  is  no  call,  just  now,  for  philosophic  self-sacrifice  or 
for  martyrdom."  This  letter  made  no  impression  on  Alexander. 
*'  No  one/'  he  wrote  in  answer,  "  could  see  his  way  to  calling  Cyril 
imo  orthodox.  Cyril  did  not  admit  two  natures  in  Christ;  he 
did  not  own  that  Christ  was  Man  as  well  as  God,  and  that  for 
ever;  his  admissions  of  the  impassibility  of  the  Godhead  were 
illusory,  for  he  went  on  to  say  that  the  Word,  the  Only-begotten, 
suffered  in  the  flesh. "  Under  these  circumstances,  he  could  not 
entertain  the  idea  of  peace;  while  if  John  were  content  witJt 
Cyrirs  letter,  what  was  the  use  of  despatching  Paul  to  Cyril  ? 
This  letter  was  the  last  that  Alexander  would  write  to  John 
upon  the  subject.  Nestorius,  he  knew,  had  taught  in  his  sermons 
what  was  taught  in  Scripture :  one  might  well  stop  one's  ears  at 
healing  the  impious  Cyril  propose  that  such  teaching  should  be 
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anathematized  as  a  condition  of  communicating  with  Lim.  It  was 
as  much  as  to  say.  '•  You  shall  have  my  communion,  if  you  too 
will  become  heretics."  To  this  specimen  of  the  old  Nestorianizer 's 
temper  and  insight  the  patriarch  of  Antioch  replied  with  quiet 
dignity :  "  I  thought  I  had  begun  aoniething  useful ;  but  since  you 
denounce  parts  of  my  letter  aa  bad,  the  rest  as  senseless,  I  had 
better  say  no  more  about  yours.  Paul  has  started  on  his  journey ; 
I  beg  you  not  to  treat  it  as  needless.  Probably  he  ^^ill  obtain 
some  concession,  for  conversation  often  removes  difficulties ;  if  not, 
we  shall  have  to  take  further  counsel." 

We  must  now  foOow  Paul  to  Alexandria.  Cyril  received  him 
cordially,  as  soon  as  his  own  health  would  allow  him  to  do  so,  for 
he  was  very  unwell,  as  his  archdeacon  tells  us,  when  Paul  arrived. 
When  he  recovered  sufficiently  to  transact  business,  Paul  found 
him,  as  he  liimaelf  afterwards  testified,  "kindly  and  j)aciilcally 
disposed,  and  aa  became  a  bishop:"  thoy  talked  over  the  matter 
amicably,  but,  as  Cyril  says,  deliberately  and  carefidly.  The 
main  question,  of  course,  was  that  of  doctrine.  Paul  presented  to 
Cyril  the  doctrinal  statement  which  he  had  brought  with  him. 
"  It  was  drawn  up,"  he  said,  "  by  Jolin  and  by  his  brother  pre- 
lates." He  spoke  in  behalf  of  John,  who  had  commissioned  him  to 
exhibit  it  as  an  exposition  of  the  Incarnation,  framed  in  common 
by  the  Eastern  bishops.  In  place  of  the  preamble,  which,  as  we 
have  said,  had  been  almost  entirely  suppressed,  u  new  and  very 
short  introduction  had  been  prefixed  aa  foUows ;  "  We  will  briefly 
state,  not  making  addition  to  the  faith,  but  for  full  satisfaction — as 
we  have  received  from  the  beginning  out  of  the  divine  Scriptures 
and  out  of  the  tradition  of  the  holy  fathers,  and  as  we  hold — how 
we  think  and  speak  as  to  the  Theotocos,  Mary  the  Virgin,  and  the 
manner  of  the  Incarnation  of  the  Only-begotten  Son  of  God." 
Then  the  introduction  dwelt  on  the  sufficiency  of  the  Nicene 
Creed,  and  depi*ecated,  as  the  first  edition  (so  to  speak)  of  the 
formulary  hud  deprecated,  all  attempts  to  penetrate  to  the  bottom 
of  the  mystery, — thus  confronting,  after  the  manner  of  Athanasius 
and  other  fathers,  the  imputation  of  intruding  into  things  unseen. 
Then  followed  the  formula  itself,  which  we  must  read  in  its 
entirety. 

'•  We  confess,  tlien,  our  Lord  Jesus  Clirist,  the  Only-begotten 
Son  of  God,  perfect  God,  and  perfect  Man  of  a  rational  soul  and  a 
body;  before  the  ages  begotten  of  the  Father  as  to  the  Godhead, 
but   in   the  last  days,  the  Same,  for  us  and  for  our  salvation, 
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(born)  of  Mary  the  Virgin  as  to  the  Manhood :  the  Same  Co- 
estsontial  with  the  Father  as  to  the  Godhead,  and  also  Co-esaential 
■with  ns  as  to  the  Manhood :  for  there  took  place  an  union  of  Two 
Natures :  wherefore  we  confess  one  Christ,  one  Son,  one  Lord. 
According  to  this  conception  of  the  Union  (as)  without  confusion, 
we  confess  the  holy  Virgin  to  be  Theotocos,  because  God  the  Word 
was  incarnate  and  made  man,  and  from  the  moment  of  conception 
imited  to  Himself  the  temple  that  He  derived  from  her." 

To  this  statement  was  added,  in  place  of  the  original  peroration, 
t  tie  following : — 

"  As  to  the  phrases  of  evangelists  and  apostles  about  our  Lord, 
we  know  that  theologians  make  some  of  them  common,  as  referring 
to  one  person,  and  distinguish  others  as  applying  to  two  natures, 
and  among  the  latter,  explain  the  terms  which  are  appropriate  to 
Deity  with  reference  to  Christ's  Godhead,  and  those  which  indicate 
l»urai!iation  with  reference  to  His  Manhood." 

This  formulary,  as  now  presented  to  Cyril,  was  somewhat 
different  from  the  phraseology  which  he  had  been  in  the  habit  of 
using,  in  that  it  dwelt  more  explicitly  on  the  distinctness  of  the 
Manhood  from  the  Godhead — on  the  twofold  aspect,  so  to  speak, 
of  the  Incarnation.  But,  as  he  afterwards  said,  to  acknowledge 
the  differentje  of  the  natures,  united  without  confusion  in  the  single 
"  hypostasis "  of  the  Incarnate  Lord,  was  not  to  divide  the  one 
Christ  into  two ;  and  to  say,  as  this  confession  said,  that  some  of 
the  acriptural  expressions  about  Him  had  reference  to  His  Deity, 
others  to  His  humanity,  and  others  to  Him  as  both  divine  and 
liuman,  was  not  to  deny  that  they  all  alike  supposed  the  action  of 
His  one  person — which  was  precisely  what  had  been  denied  by  the 
heresy  condemned  at  Ephesus,  Before  the  Council,  Cyril  in  his 
reply  to  the  Orientals  had  recognised  two  classes  of  such  sayings, 
a]kpropriate  respectively  to  the  Godhead  and  to  the  Manhood ; 
but,  he  had  added,  "we  insist  that  both  classes  refer  to  the  one 
Jesus  Christ ; "  and  so  after  the  Council,  in  his  "Explanation  '*  of 
the  articles,  "  We  assign  to  one  person  all  the  sayings  (of  Christ) 
in  the  Gospels,  both  the  human  and  those  which  befit  the  Divinity." 
And  the  formulary  expressly  safeguarded  the  personal  oneness  of 
the  Lord.  Waiving,  therefore,  any  considerations  derived  from  his 
own  personal  habits  of  theological  speech,  CyrU  accepted  the 
formulary  as  orthodox,  and  placed  a  con^esponding  declaration  of 
hia  belief  in  the  hands  of  Paul.  And  thus,  as  he  afterwards 
expressed  it,  he  terminated  the  discussion  about  the  faith  "moi-e 
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expeditiously  than,  perhaps,  Paul  had  expected,  cauaing  him  no 
difficulty  at  all,  but  remembering  the  Divine  words,  *My  peace  I 
<;ive  unto  you.' " 

So  far,  the  two  bishops  found  that  they  were  really  at  one  on 
the  question  which  was  fundumentaL     They  proceeded  tt>  talk  over 
the  past  transactions,  and  the  events  at  Epheaus  furnished  matter 
for  long  conversationa ;  but  they  both  at  last  agreed  to  "forget" 
them,  and   to  go  on  to  what  was  of  more  importance.     **  Have 
you,"  askeil  Cyril,  "  brought  me  a  letter  from  John  \  **     **  Yes,  here 
it  is;"  and  he  presented  the  letter  already  described.     Cyril,  how- 
ever, was  by  no  means  content  with  it.     He  thought  it  irritating 
rather  than  conciliatory  :  his  sensitive  temper  could  not  brook  the 
tone,  however  gentle  and  measured,  in  which  -lohn  had  regretted 
the  promulgation  of  his  articles  ;  and  he  had  expected,  as  he  says, 
some  excuse  or  apology  for  the  acts  done  against  him  at  Ephesus, 
instead  of  which  there  was.  in  Ids  opinion,  fresh  matter  of  offence. 
Pftul  protested  ^nth  on  oath  that  no  offence  had  boen  intended  ; 
and  Cyril  accepted  this  assurance.     But,  on  the  other  hand,  ho 
could  not  omit  the  point  which  John  had  hoped  to  evade.     Would 
John  and   hL?   friends   accept  the   deposition   of  Neatorius   and 
anathematize  Nestorianiam  ?      Paul  was  iu  a  difficulty,  but   he 
endeavoured  to  meet  it  by  saying.  "  /  am  ready  to  do  this,  in 
writing,  and   in   the   name   of  my   brethren."      Cyril   answered 
promptly,  "A  document  of  this  kind,  signed  by  you,  commits  you 
only :  if  you  sign  it,  I  will  admit  you  personally  to  communion  ; 
but  if  communion  is   to  be   resumed   between   Alexandria  and 
the  Orientals,  Jolin  must  himself  sign  a  similar  paper."     Paul 
accepted  these  terms.     He  made  one  more   attempt  at  a  com- 
promise.    Peace,  he  said,  was  impossible  unless  the  metropolitans 
who  had  been  deposed  as  partisans  of  Nestorius  were  recognised 
again  as  lawful  possessors  of  their  sees.     Here,  again,  he  met  with 
atinn  refusal.     "What  you  are  asking,"  said  Cyril,  "is  simply 
impossible ;  T  wiD  never  agi^ee  to  it."     Paul  saw  that  he  must  not 
press  the  matter ;  and  all  that  remained  was  for  him  to  draw  up  a 
documeni  in  the  form  of  a  letter  to  Cyril,  in  which,  as  he  expressed 
it.  he  pei*sonally  declared  to  C3Til  that  he  accepted  the  consecration 
of  Maximian,  regarded  Nestorius,  "sometime  bishop  of  Constanti- 
nople."  as  deposed,   anathematized    his  impious    doctrines,   and 
*:mbrace<l  in  all  sincerity  the  communion  of  Cyril,  in  the  sense  of 
that  exposition  of  the  faith  concerning  the  Inc^imation  which  he 
had  prcsentetl  to  CjtjI,  and  which  Cyril  had  accepted  as  his  own. 
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All  difficulty  as  to  the  communion  of  Paul  with  Cjnil  being 
now  at  an  end,  Cyril  admitted  Paul  to  join  in  the  Chiirch  service, 
probably  on  the  Sunday  before  ('hriatinaa,  December  18th,  432. 
Paul  was  alloTVbd  to  address  the  people :  he  said  a  few  words  about 
the  blessing  of  peatse  aa  Christ's  gift  to  the  world,  and  was  careful 
to  observe  that  he  had  but  paitially  brought  peace  to  Alexandria, 
meaning  that  he  had  not  btittn  able  to  answer  for  all  the  Orientals 
on  the  question  of  the  position  of  Nestorius,  But  on  Christmas 
Day,  in  the  great  church,  and  in  Cyril's  presence,  Paul  preached  a 
i-egular  sermon,  beginning  with  a  reference  to  the  Angelic  liymu, 
and  proceeding  to  the  birth  of  "  the  Emmanuel,"  whence  ho  inferred 
that  HiB  Mother  Mary  was  Theotocos.  A  shout  of  applause,  such 
as  was  common  in  Eastern  congregations,  broke  forth.  "  Lo,  this 
is  the  Faith  \  God's  is  the  gift,  orthodox  Cjnnl !  this  i3  what  we 
sought  to  hear  \  Anathema  to  him  that  thinks  otherwise  I  "  Paul 
took  up  the  anathema.  "  He  who  says  not,  means  not,  thinks 
not  this,  is  anathema  from  the  Church.  So,  the  Theotocos  Mary 
broxight  forth  for  us  the  Emmanuel — God  incarnate."  He  went 
on  to  speak  of  the  Incarnate  as  having  assumed  our  nature 
(using  the  word ^A//^)  "in  its  entirety,  and  so  proceeded  from  the 
Theotocoa,  perfect  God,  and  at  the  same  time  perfect  Man,"  Then 
came  the  momentous  words,  intended  to  secure  that  side  of  the 
truth  for  which  the  Orientals  had  contended.  *'  For  a  combination 
of  two  perfect  natures  constituted  for  us  the  one  Son,  the  one 
Christ,  the  one  Lord."  Again  the  joyful  cries  arose,  "Welcome, 
orthodox  bishop,  worthy  gueat  to  worthy  host!  Christians  say, 
Tis  God's  gift,  orthodox  Cyril ! "  "I knew,"  resumed  Paul,  "  that  I 
was  come  to  an  orthodox  father."  He  went  on  to  condemn  those 
who  spoke  of  two  Sons  or  regarded  the  Emmanuel  as  merely  the 
most  holy  of  prophets  or  aaints  ;  and  concluded  by  dwelling  on  St. 
Peter's  confession  at  Csesarea  Philippi,  and  referring  to  true  faith 
aa  the  "  ruck  "  of  the  Church.  On  the  following  Sunday,  January 
Ist,  433,  Paul  preached  a  second  and  longer  sermon,  in  which  lie 
^  took  care  to  call  Christ "  co-essential  with  men  as  to  His  Manhood/* 

^H  a  point  insisted  on  by  (he  Orientals,  and  to  assert  the  impassibility 
^H  of  His  Godhead  as  consistent  with  His  personal  appropriation  of 
^^  passible  flesh.  He  dwelt  upon  the  eternity  of  the  Word,  inferred 
\  from  St.  John's  prologue  that  thei-e  were  two  natures  in  the  one 

I  Incarnate  Person,  and  i-ecuiTed  to  the  twofold  tinith  that  the  Word 

I  Himself  remained  impa.ssible,  although  at  the  same  time  the  Body 

I  that  suffered  was  His  own.     "  This  doctrine,"  he  concluded,  "  is 
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yoiir  father's,  is  your  ancestral  treasure;  it  was  the  doctiine  of 
Athanasius  and  of  Theophilus:  but  as  you  have  listened  to  my 
babblings,  now  listen  to  your  father's  voice,"  which  he  compared 
to  the  trumpet  in  contrast  with  the  shepherd's  reed.  The  people 
again  applauded.  Cyril  added  a  few  words,  simply  aOtoiing- 
the  Incarnation,  and  its  purposes ;  and  thus  the  visit  of  Paul  to 
Alexandria  came  to  its  end,  having  done  all  that  could  be  done  by 
such  an  expedient. 

The  question  now  remained,  "Would  John  aud  hia  friends  couiirm 
Paul's  acts  ?  A  considerable  time  had  elapsed  since  he  went  to 
Alexandria ;  and  John,  on  his  side,  was  evidently  slow  to  abandon 
Nestorius,  for  he  wrote  to  Paul,  saying  that  the  Oriental  bishops 
would  not  allow  the  matter  to  go  further,  and  sending  some 
extracts  from  writings  of  Nestorius.  This  angered  Aristolaus,  who 
was  very  eager  for  the  reunion,  and  he  wrot«  sharply  to  John. 
Xews  came  immediately  afterwards  of  an  Oriental  Council  ha\'ing 
met  at  Antioch,  and  of  a  bishop  being  sent  from  it  to  Alexandria 
as  the  bearer  of  its  decrees.  At  ConstanLiiiople,  too,  matters  were 
questionable ;  and  Cyril  deemed  it  expedient  to  write  to  the 
Augusta  Pulcheria,  to  officials  of  the  court,  even  to  court  ladies,  to 
bespeak  their  influence  and  to  offer  "  eulogiae  "  or  presents — a 
proceeding  which  moves  the  austere  Tillemont  to  say,  "  Cyril  is  a 
Saint,  but  one  cannot  say  that  all  hia  acts  are  saintly,  and  the 
holiest  men  have  reason  to  dread  the  temptation  which  leads  us  to 
think  anything  lawful  whereby  a  holy  enterprise  may  be  made  to 
succeed."  It  was  Cyril's  old  fault — his  readiness  to  use  "  the 
world's  coarse  thumb  "  for  what  he  deemed  the  necessary  work  of 
the  Church.  Maximian  was  languid,  as  Cyril  thought,  in  the 
cause ;  he  had  written  in  a  tone  which  seriously  vexed  Ijoth  Cyril 
and  Aristolaus  and  had  even  produced  a  return  of  Cyril's  illness ; 
and  Epiphanius,  archdeacon  of  Alexandria,  wrote  to  the  "  arch- 
bishop and  father  of  fathers,"  complaining  of  his  non-fulfilment  of 
certain  promises,  and  exhorting  him  to  bestu-  himself  at  the  court 
to  counterwork  Neatorius'a  intrigues,  to  beg  Pulcheria  to  write 
"peremptorily"  to  John  of  Antioch  that  he  should  no  longer 
mention  Nestorius  at  the  Eucharist,  and  to  enlist  in  the  same 
cause  the  authority  of  the  monastic  chiefs,  Dalmatius  aud— one 
meets  here,  for  the  first  time,  a  sadly  memorable  name — "  the  holy 
Eutychee." 

Cyril  found  that  Paul  and  Ariatolaos  were  annoyed  at  liis 
declining  to  write  a  letter  to  John :  he  accordingly  waived  his  o^m 
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opinion  that  it  'was  for  John  to  write  £rst  and  satisfy  him  on  the 
question  of  Nestorius  ;  and  he  drew  up,  in  conjunction  with  Paul, 
a  paper  which  John  was  to  be  asked  to  sign,  and  also  a  letter  of 
communion  which  was  to  be  given  to  John  as  soon  as  he  had 
signed  the  paper,  but  not  otherwise.  Aristolaua  and  Paul,  with 
two  Alexandrian  deacons,  were  to  go  to  Antioch ;  and  Aristolaus 
promised  with  au  oath  that  the  paper  to  be  signed  should 
be  conveyed  in  safety.  "  Aud/'  he  added,  "  if  Tohu  refuses  to  sign, 
I  will  go  straight  to  Constantinople,  and  tell  the  Emperor  that  the 
one  obstacle  to  peace  is  'tvot  the  Church  of  Alexandria,  but  the 
bishop  of  Antioch."  John  offered  no  further  obstacle.  He  received 
the  paper,  made  in  it  some  slight  verbal  alterations,  not  affecting 
the  Bense  but  softening  the  tone,  with  the  consent  of  Aristolaus ; 
and  then  formally  accepted  and  signed  it,  abandoning  Nestorius 
and  anathematizing  his  doctrine.  The  bishops  then  at  Antioch 
concurred  with  him  in  this  step ;  and  thus  the  main  difiiculty  in 
the  way  of  an  entire  reunion  was  annihilated.  John  wrote  to 
SLxtus,  Cyril,  and  Maximian  a  circular  letter,  in  which,  after 
dwelling  on  the  evils  of  dissension  and  on  the  urgent  injunctions 
of  the  Emperor  in  favour  of  peace,  he  and  those  who  were  with 
him  declared  that  they  agreed  with  the  sentence  of  the  *'  holy 
Council  of  bishops  at  Ephesus  "  against  Nestorius,  regarded  him  as 
deposed,  anathematized  his  unhallowed  teachings,  inasmuch  as 
(this  clause  was  significant)  their  Churches  had  ever  held  the  right 
faith  \  that  they  Jtasented  to  the  consecration  of  Maximian,  "  bishop 
of  the  holy  Church  of  Constantinople ; "  and  that  they  were  in  com- 
munion with  all  the  bishops  throughout  the  world  who  held  and 
kept  the  right  faith.  To  Cyril  John  wrote  two  special  letters.  In 
the  first  he  said  that  it  seemed  ueedless  to  go  into  the  whole 
subject  of  past  disputes  ;  and  after  reciting  the  doctiinal  formula 
agreed  upon  between  Paul  and  Cyril,  he  gave  assimmces,  as  in  the 
circular,  about  his  acceptance  of  the  sentence  on  Nestorius,  his 
condemnation  of  Nestorian  "  novelties/'  and  his  recognition  of 
Maximian.  *'  Farewell,"  he  concludes,  "  and  pray  for  us  con- 
tinuously, most  pious  lord,  and  to  me,  above  all  men,  most  true 
brother."  The  other  letter  to  Cyril  is  still  more  cordial.  "  We 
have  regained  each  other^  my  lord,  by  the  favour  of  God,  and 
the  intervention  of  bishop  Paul."  Recurring  to  the  affectionate 
language  in  which  he  had  signified  to  Cyril  his  speedy  journey 
towards  Ephesus  (rather  a  delicate  point  to  touch),  John  expressed 
on  his  own  behalf  and  on  that  of  *'  all  the  Oriental  bishops  "  (a  phnwe 
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ill  the  use  of  which  he  was  somewhat  premature)  u  wnnn  regard 
— the  restoration,  in  fact,  of  an  old  friendliuess — for  the  "dear 
uad  honoureil  person"  of  his  Alexiindrlau  hrother.  CjTirs  two 
deacons,  who  had  carried  his  documents  to  John,  were  charged 
with  the  duty  of  explaining  to  Cyril  why  John  had  ventured  to  omit 
a  few  syllables  in  the  pajier  presented  to  hini»  not  with  any  unfair 
purpose,  but  solely  as  a  matter  of  policy,  and  in  order  to  a  practical 
settlement  of  the  question  in  view  of  the  circumstances  of  the 
Antiochene  Chiirch — Lc.  so  as  to  soften  opposition,  on  the  part  of 
his  suffragans. 

Paul  returned  to  Alexandria  with  the  deacons ;  and  Cyril,  who 
had  been  too  ill  to  go  to  church  in  the  February  of  that  year  in 
order  to  anuoimce  the  day  to  be  kept  as  Easter  Sunday,  was  well 
enough  to  take  his  full  part  in  the  couclusion  of  the  negotiations. 
Paul  eaniestly  asked  him  whether  he  accepted  the  letter  of  Athana- 
sius  to  Epictetus,  which  had  already  been  sent  to  him  from  Autioch. 
"Certainly,  I  accept  every  word  of  it,"  answered  Cyril:  *'  but  is 
your  copy  of  it  free  from  corruption  ?  Heretics  have  tampered 
liurgely  with  the  text/'  Paul  pi-oduced  a  copy :  "  1  should  like," 
he  said,  "  to  compare  this  with  your  copies."  They  set  to  work  at 
this  task ;  and  Paul  found  that  the  Alexandrian  text  was  different 
from  that  which  his  manuscript  exhibited.  "  Let  me  then,"  he 
said,  "  have  a  number  of  correct  copies  made  from  your  text,  and 
I  will  take  them  to  Antioch."  Cyril  proceeded  to  write  the 
famous  letter,  apparently  synodical,  and  certainly  most  momentous 
in  its  results,  known  by  the  first  words  of  its  I^tin  version  as 
Lmtentur  codi.  Let  us  read  the  substance  of  it,  as  if  we  heard 
it  read  out  by  Cyril's  orders  in  the  great  church  of  Alexandria, 
on  the  28th  of  Phamenoth,  i.*?.  the  23rd  of  April,  433,  The 
"  pope "  has  said  a  few  words,  or  perhaps  has  preached  a  sermon 
of  which  a  few  words  remain,  likening  an  orthodox  and  pious  soul 
to  "  rich  land,"  and  adding  that  Nestorius,  as  one  of  the  tares,  has 
been  cast  out  firom  every  church.  "The  Oriental  prelates,"  he 
adds,  *'  have  acknowledged  the  light  faith ;  and  the  letters  of  the 
most  pious  John,  bishop  of  Antiocb,  addressed  to  me,  and  my 
answer  to  him,  will  now  be  read  to  you,"  The  deacon  stands 
forth,  reads  John's  letters,  and  then,  while  the  expectation  and 
interest  are  at  their  height,  begins  tbe  first  sentence  of  Cyril's 
reply:  "Let  the  heavens  rejoice,  and  let  the  earth  he  glad,  for  tho 
middle  wall  of  partition  is  broken  down."  After  referring  to  Paul 
in  laudatoiy  terms,  and  reciting  the  formula  of  Reunion,  Cyril 
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(expressed  his  delight  at  finding  that  there  was  such  agreemeut 
between  the  Orientals  and  himself.  He  proceeded  again  to  dis- 
claim Apollinarianism ;  he  had  heen  chju^'ed  by  "  waspish " 
enemies  with  ascribing  a  heavenly  origin  to  **  the  holy  body  of 
Christ.'  To  do  ao  would  have  been  coutmdictory  to  Lis  whole 
contention  for  the  term  Theotocos ;  and  if  the  Second  Man,  the 
Son  of  Man,  was  said  to  be  "  from  heaven/'  that  was  because  the 
Word  who  came  from  Leaven  had  assumed  the  form  of  a  servant, 
and  was  perfect  in  manhood  as  in  Godhead ;  the  difference  of  the 
natures  which  were  united  in  His  person  not  being  ignored,  while 
that  personality  was  conceived  of  as  Ona  Nor  could  there  be  any 
fusion  of  the  Word  with  flesh,  simply  because  He  could  not  ho 
changed  ;  nor  could  He,  in  Himself,  suffer,  although  He  **  attributed 
to  Himself/'  by  an  "  appropriation/'  the  sufferings  of  that  Manhood 
which  He  had  made  Hia  own.  Cyril  assured  John  that  he  adhered 
immovably  to  the  "  inspired "  creed  of  the  Nicene  fathers,  and 
would  not  go  a  step  outside  the  line  of  the  teaching  of  Athanosins  ; 
if  any  words  of  his  had  been  perverted  fi^om  their  true  meaning, 
that  was  not  hia  fault ;  and  he  concluded  by  asking  John's  atten- 
tion to  the  correct  transcripts  of  the  epistle  of  Athanaaius  to 
Epictetus,  which  were  to  accompany  the  present  letter.  Such  was 
the  tliird  of  Cyril's  three  principal  letters,  the  other  two  being  his 
second  and  third  to  Nestorius.  It  was  frequently  read  and  quoted 
aa  H  great  doctrinal  authority^  and  received  the  solemn  applause 
of  the  Council  of  Chalcedon:  "We  all  thus  believe:  etemal 
remembrance  to  Cyrill"  He  wrote,  in  great  exultation,  to  pojm 
Sixtus  and  to  Maximian,  informing  them  of  the  peace  thus  con- 
cluded between  himself  and  those  who  were  represented  by  John 
His  prayer,  he  said,  bad  come  up  before  the  Lord ;  no  longer  was 
theitj  any  strife,  no  longer  any  dillerence  of  aim  ;  the  Saviour  had 
stilled  the  storm  of  discord,  thanks,  in  great  measuie,  to  the  prayers 
of  those  orthodox  believers,  such  as  Maximian,  who  worshipped 
Him  in  spirit  and  in  truth. 

Before  Paul  set  out  on  his  second  retum-joumey,  he  wrote  to 
John,  and  told  him  of  the  settlement  which  had  been  reached. 
John  was  delighted  by  such  good  news,  and  \vrote  to  Theodoret 
in  an  effusion  of  gladness.  The  distinctness  of  the  natures  had 
now  been  acknowledged;  Cyril  had  spoken  with  all  possible 
accuracy  on  the  point  of  doctrine :  what  remained  but  to  rejoice 
over  the  restoration  of  Church  unity  ?  When  Paul  anived,  John 
wrote  to  Sixtus  to  announce  the  Reunion,  and  also  to  Theodosius, 
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professing  his  abandonment  of  Nesborius,  but  requesting  that  tlio 
bishops  deposed  for  adhering  to  him  might  be  reinstated  ;  it  is 
observable  that  he  spoke  of  such  a  measure  as  within  the  Emperor's 
sole  prerogative.  To  the  Oriental  bishops  he  sent  a  circular,  in- 
forming them  all  that  his  brother-prelate  of  Alexandria  had  clearly 
and  unequivocably  satisfied  him  on  the  doctrine  in  question, 
accepting  his  formulary  and  giving  in  return  an  equivalent  state- 
ment. There  could  now  be  no  doubt  whatever  of  the  entire 
agreement  of  Egypt  with  the  Orientals  as  to  the  difference  of 
Christ^s  natures  and  the  unity  of  His  person.  They  would  judge 
of  this  for  thcraselv&s.  for  they  would  receive  copies  of  Cyril's 
letter  and  of  his  own  letter  to  Cyril :  nothing,  therefore,  had  to 
be  done  except  to  embrace  and  to  maintain  the  union  thus 
established. 

But  would  it  be  embraced  by  aU  the  Orientals?  John  must 
have  had  reason  for  much  anxiety  on  this  point.  First,  there 
was  Theodoret :  he  had  a  keen  personal  dislike  to  Cyril,  a  bitter 
recollection  of  what  he  considered  the  wrongs  done  to  Nestorius, 
a  determination  never  to  abandon  his  cause.  He  did  not  object 
to  Cyiil's  recent  doctrinal  statements — on  tlie  contrary,  he  thought 
them  satisfactory ;  but  the  articles  of  Cyril  ought,  in  lua  opinion, 
to  be  definitively  condemned  and  retracted,  and  Cyril,  he  knew, 
would  not  consent  to  anything  like  this.  The  case  of  tho  deposed 
friends  of  Nestorius  was  fdso,  to  him,  of  primai*y  importance ; 
it  would  be  no  true  peace  if  their  interests  were  sacrificed ; 
he  especially  mentioned  Himerius  of  Nicomedia  as  complaining 
that  he  had  been  betrayed,  and  exhorte^l  John  to  i-easaure  him. 
Then  there  were  others  whose  aversion  to  the  Reunion  was  of  a 
yet  stronger  kind.  Alexander  thought  the  letter  of  Cyril  as 
heretical  as  his  former  writings.  There  was  no  ground  for  think- 
ing that  Cyril  had  amended  his  opinions :  John  had  made  peace 
with  the  *'  impious "  Egyptian,  and  was  trying — in  his  usual 
manner — to  hoodwink  men  whose  eyes  and  ears  were  tlieir  own, 
and  who  knew  how  the  case  really  stood  ;  and  he  replied  to  John, 
in  accordance  witli  these  violent  sentiments,  by  a  memorial  in 
which  he  forbore  to  call  him  "  bishop/*  and  even  renounced  his 
communion.  He  wrote  to  Andrew  to  inform  him  of  this.  To 
Theodoret  he  declared  that  he  would  die  a  thousand  deaths  mther 
than  join  in  such  an  union :  the  phrase  Theotocos  might  be  j  nstified 
if  rhetorically  used,  even  although  the  (jualifying  term  Anthro- 
potocos  or  Chiistotocos  were  omitted ;  but  when  Theotocos  was 
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dogmatically  put  forward  as  ilu  doctrinal  term,  without  any  term 
that  could  express  the  "  perfect  manhood  " — i.e.  without  Anthropo- 
fcocos  or  Christotocos — then,  said  Alexander,  it  conveyed  a  heretical 
meaning.  Theodoret  himself  regretted  that  Theotocoa  alone  had 
been  employed  in  the  Formulary,  and  that  the  propositions  formerly 
drawn  up  at  Antioch  had  heen  shelved.  He  proposed  a  meeting 
of  hiflhops  at  Zeugma  or  at  Hierapolia :  would  Alexander  write 
to  that  effect  to  Andrew?  Andrew  was  aatisfied  with  Cyril's 
last  statements ;  and  he  was  persuaded  that  peace  was  necessary, 
if  the  Church  was  to  hold  up  her  head  against  Jews  and  heathens. 
But,  like  Theodoret — who,  however^  was  less  disposed  towai-ds  peace 
than  he  was — Andrew  meant  to  do  nothing  against  the  pOBition  of 
*'  the  moat  holy  bishop  Nestorius,"  Alexander  refused  to  come 
to  the  proposed  Council,  unless  Theodoret  could  ensure  a  condem- 
nation, on  John's  part,  of  Cyril's  articles,  and  a  steady  resistance 
to  all  measures  against  NestoriiL^.  "  On  these  two  points,"  he 
said,  ''  bishop  John  is  a  scandal  to  me.  He  has  betrayed  the 
faith,  and  condemned  the  man  whom  he  knows  to  be  orthodox." 
The  intractable  metropolitan  of  Hierapolis  was  thus  absent  from 
the  conference  at  Zeugma.  Andrew,  John  of  Greimanicia,  and 
Theodoret  met,  and  i^xognised  Cyril  as  now  orthodox  in  virtue 
of  his  recent  letter,  which  they  viewed  aa  incompatible  with  his 
articles.  But  they  could  not  acquiesce  in  the  demand  that  they 
should  anathematize  Nestorius  \  they  accordingly  wrote  to  John, 
asking  whether  this  demand  were  really  made — a  somewhat 
embarrassing  question,  considering  that,  as  this  letter  said,  John 
had  promised  never  to  enforce  such  a  demand.  Such  was  the 
position  of  Theodoret  and  his  friends.  Alexander  kept  no  terms 
with  them,  and  wrote  letters  almost  incoherent  with  excitement 
and  wrath.  "  Cease,  I  beg,  to  admonish  me.  You  have  hastened 
after  the  lost  sheep  " — meaning,  ironically,  himself — "  but  it  does 
not  choose  to  be  found.  For  the  future,  be  quiet.  We  shall 
assuredly  meet  each  other  before  that  awful  judgment-seat."  "  1 
could  not  attain  your  profound  insight  into  the  myster}''  of  the 
Egy]>tian's  repentance.  .  .  .  You  will  fail  to  persuade  me,  for  1 
am  not  in  a  hurry  to  lose  the  deposit  which  Christ  has  entrusted 
to  me."  He  wrote  letters  against  his  old  friends  for  commmii- 
cating  ^vith  John,  the  traitor  and  renegade ;  he  accused  Andrew  of 
having  an  interview  with  Rabbula;  and  he  found  supporters  in 
Euphratesia,  the  CHlicias,  Cappadocia,  and  elsewhere.  The  bishops 
of  CiHcia  Secunda  held  a  synod  at  Anazarbus,  and  proclaimed 
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that  they  held  Cyril  to  be  a  depased  ex-bishop,  and  were  out  of 
commuuioD  with  those  who  had  resumed  comiuuuion  ^ith  him 
when  he  had  not  given  satisfaction  by  anathematizing  his 
articles.  Until  that  ahoulil  take  place,  *'  fue  and  sword,  and 
the  teeth  of  wild  beasts,"  should  not  make  them  communicate 
with  Cyril  or  with  thoae  who  recognised  him  as  an  orthodox 
bishop.  Eutherius  and  Hellatlius  were  so  absurd  as  to  appeal 
to  Eome  for  sympathy :  probably  they  relied  on  rumours 
of  Sixtus's  favourable  disposition  towards  Nestorius;  but  one 
would  think  they  must  have  known  of  the  part  which  Sixtus  had 
lately  taken  in  favour  of  the  Reunion.  However,  they  gave  lum 
an  account  of  the  whole  Nestorian  struggle;  comphiined  of  the 
arbitrariness  with  which  they  had  been  commanded,  apart  from 
discussion,  to  condemn  Nestorius ;  and  commented  severely  on 
what  they  called  "  the  senseless  chan^'eableness  and  manifest 
traitorousness  "  of  John  of  Antiuch,  who,  after  all  that  Le  had  done 
against  Cyril,  now  in  his  sole  person  loosed  the  bond  which  he, 
in  company  with  such  eminent  men,  had  laid  on  Cyril  and 
Memnon,  "and  anathematized,  not  this  or  that  saying  of  Nestorius, 
but.  indiscriminately,  whatever  he  had  impiously  said." 

Here,  then,  was  a  complication  of  the  old  trouble.  John  was 
reconciled  to  Cyril ;  so  were  most  of  his  friends ;  but  two  sections 
of  the  Oriental  jiarty  held  aloof  Alexander  and  the  "  irrecon- 
cQables "  thundered  against  John  and  Cyril,  against  all  reunion 
uatil  the  CyriUine  articles  should  be  anathematized.  Theodoret, 
and  with  him  a  few  others,  refused  to  join  in  the  reunion  until 
the  condition  imposed  by  Cyril,  **  Abandon  Nestorius,"  were 
cancelled.  But  Andrew  went  over  from  Thcodoret's  position  to 
that  of  John,  and  formally  announced  to  Alexander's  Church 
stewards  that  he  recognised  Cyril's  last  letter  as  orthodox,  and 
was  in  communion  with  him,  believing  in  one  person  of  Christ 
and  two  natures,  the  union  being  without  confusion.  *'  If/*  he 
wrote,  "  Alexander  does  not  choose  to  be  at  peace  with  Catholics, 
like  a  Catholic,  I  shall  be  sorry  that  this  is  his  mind ;  but  God  is 
the  Judge  of  all  men.*'  Andrew  gave  up,  at  the  same  time,  all 
urgency  in  behalf  of  Nestorius ;  in  short,  he  fiunkly  joined  the 
Peace-party.  John,  who  was  vexed  at  the  resistance  with  which 
he  was  met,  invoked  the  secular  power,  endeavoured  to  procure 
on  imperial  order  enforcing  commimion  with  Antioch  on  all 
Oriental  bishops,  called  on  Alexander,  in  the  Emperor's  name,  to 
forbid  his  suffragans  to  visit  the  court,  and  went  so  far  as   to 
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supersede  him  in  his  functions  and  U>  consucratt)  new  bishops  in 
dioceses  of  which  Alexander  was  metropolitan.  Tlds  despotic 
conduct  provoked  Thendoret  to  renounce  commiinion  with  John, 
and  to  draw  nearer  to  Alexander.  But  the  stern  pressure  of  the 
government  was  too  much  for  moat  of  the  recalcitrants.  Mriximin 
of  Anabarzus,  perforce,  gave  in,  so  did  Helladius,  so  ultimately 
did  Theodoret ;  but  they  would  not  anathematize  the  teach- 
ing of  !N'estorius  nor  assent  to  his  deposition.  However,  said 
Theodoret,  John  had  only  anathematized  "  whatever  Nestorius 
thought  or  said  contrary  to  apostolic  doctrine."  The  more  Theodoret 
inclined  towards  concession,  the  moi-e  he  tried  to  caiTy  Alexander 
with  him ;  but  he  failed.  At  la.st  he  made  peace  with  John, 
but,  in  doing  so,  acted  up  to  a  letter  in  which  he  had  assured 
Nestorius  that  while  he  acknowledged  Cyril's  letter  to  be  "  free 
of  heretical  bitterness,  he  did  not  hate  the  writer  less,  and  would 
not  assent  to  the  proceedings  against  Nestorius,  even  if  they  were 
to  cut  off  both  his  hands."  Thus  the  Reunion  triumphed,  but  at 
the  cost  of  the  ejection  of  some  six  bishops  and  the  abtlication  of 
six  others.  Alexander,  of  course,  was  expelled,  and  was  banished 
to  one  of  the  Egyptian  mines  in  the  spring  of  435. 

Before  proceeding  to  the  last  measui-es  taken  against  Nestorius 
and  Nestorianism,  we  must  return  to  the  difficulties  which  the 
Union  had  to  encounter  on  the  side  of  the  old  friends  and  suj)- 
poiters  of  Cyril.  He  was  supposed,  by  some,  to  have  made  con- 
cessions to  Nestorianism  in  his  last  letter.  This  representation  of 
the  case  was  made  from  two  opposite  quarters.  First,  the  Nes- 
torianiaers  proclaimed  that  C)Til  had  come  roimd  to  then*  view — 
that  he  had  given  up  his  former  opinions ;  some  of  them  even 
showed  a  letter  as  from  Cyril,  in  which  he  was  made  to  express 
regret  for  what  he  had  done  at  Ephesus  ;  of  this  figment  Cyril  said 
sooiTifully,  "  By  the  grace  of  our  Saviour  I  am  in  my  right  mind." 
But  there  were  also  anti-Nestorians,  old  friends  of  Cyril,  who 
were  perplexed  or  scaudalized  by  what  they  thought  his  undue 
concessions  to  the  Oriental  school  of  theology.  Isidore  of  Pelusiuiu, 
as  we  have  seen,  had  administered  to  him,  in  431,  a  warning 
against  arbitrary  and  violent  conduct — a  warning  not  wholly 
undeserved;  but  he  now  thought  Cyril  inclined  to  something  like 
inconsistency  and  time-serving,  and  wrote  to  him  accordingly. 
"  You  will  be  accused  either  of  flatter}^  or  of  levity.  You  ought 
to  remain  steadfast."  Many,  in  fact,  who  really  held  what  C^-ril 
held,  and  no  more,   were  so  anxious  about  the  doctrine  of  the 
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Hypostatic  Union  that  they  dreaded  even  the  appearance  of  a 
compromise,  and  thought  they  saw  such  an  appearance,  or  even 
more  than  an  appearance,  in  the  conduct  of  their  leader  towards 
John.  Hence  Cyril  found  it  necessary  to  explain  the  lleunioii 
formulary,  as  he  had  previously  explained  the  Twelve  Articles, 
and  to  show  that  it  was  consistent  with  the  ]>oaition  he  liad  all 
along  held.  Others  there  were  among  the  Cyrilline  party  who 
carried  the  Alexandrian  Lhoology  to  an  extreme,  and  were  virtually 
preparing  the  way  for  the  Monophysite  heresy.  Among  them, 
apparently,  was  Acacius  of  Melitene.  "  Think,  I  beg  of  you,'*  ho 
wrote, "  of  the  interests  of  every  church  alike.  Either  personally  or 
by  deputies,  see  that  those  be  anathematized  who  say  there  are  Two 
natm'es,  each  operating  in  its  own  way,  after  the  union  of  God- 
head and  Manhood  in  Christ.  Some  in  Germanicia  will  not  say 
'  two  Sons,'  but  will  say  '  two  natures ;  *  but  two  natures,  thus 
operating,  mean  two  Sons,  and  nothing  short  of  it." 

Thus  it  is  that  we  have  to  consider  some  letters  in  which 
Cyril  defended  the  Reunion  against  the  criticisms  or  apprehensions 
of  those  who  had  striven  with  him  against  Nestorius.  Let  us 
take  his  letter  to  Acacius  first.  After  narrating  what  had  really 
taken  place,  he  refutes  the  cavil  started  by  Nestorian  critics  of  the 
Formulary,  that  it  is  in  fact  a  "  new  symbol ;  "  and  in  so  doing  he 
shows  that  he  understands  the  Ephesian  prohibition  of  "  a  different 
exposition  of  faith  '*  as  excluding  any  other  creed  "  thau  the  one 
now  existing/*  with  which,  as  with  Scripture,  he  professes  himself 
"  content ; "  in  other  words,  he  does  not  recognise  that  interpre- 
tation which  excludes  only  a  lUfference  of  purport  or  idea  and 
allows  a  difference  of  language.  Next,  he  describes  the  essence  of 
Nestorianism  as  consisting  in  the  representation  of  the  Christ  as 
an  individual  man,  a  human  person,  "  connected  "  with  the  Divine 
person  of  the  Word,  so  that  virtually  it  asserted  two  Clirista. 
Then  he  shows  the  difference  between  this  view  and  the  view  of 
the  Orientals,  as  now  represented  by  Paul  and  by  John  of  Antioch. 
They  confess  the  Virgin  to  be  Theotocos ;  they  identify  the 
eternal  Son  with  Him  who  was  bom  of  her ;  they  profess  their 
belief  that  He  was  at  once  co-essential  with  the  Father  as  t(» 
Godhead,  and  with  men  as  to  manliood,  which  of  itself  implied 
that  He  ^^iis  Himself  both  God  and  Man.  Then  as  to  the  phrase 
*'  ivco  natures :  "  in  thought,  says  Cyril,  we  speak  of  two,  that  is, 
they  are  to  be  conceived  of  as  two,  "  but  after  they  are  united, 
in  that  the  separation  into  two"  (he  means  two  beings  or  two 


4 


XL.]         The  Reunion  of  Cyril  and  the  Orientals.       381 

personalities)  "  is  annulled,  we  believe  the  nature  of  the  Son  to  be 
one,  as  of  one  (person)^  but  of  (a  person)  incaruato; "  and  further 
on,  "  The  nature  of  the  Word  is  confessedly  one,  but  it  is,  we 
know,  incarnate."  "  The  sense  in  which  the  distinction  of  natures 
or  hypostases  "  (observe  this)  "  is  to  be  taken,  is,  that  the  Deity 
and  the  Iiumanity  are  not  the  same  in  natural  quality  "  {poiotes). 
*'  ( 'Onsider  the  Incarnation,  and  the  mind  sees  two  things  united  to 
each  other  ineffably  and  without  confusion,  but  does  not  separate 
them  when  united/'  that  is,  does  not  view  them  as  existing 
in  two  personal  beings.  "  In  regard  to  the  distinction  between 
classes  of  texts,  the  Orientals  do  not  apply  some  texts  to  a  Divine 
Son  by  Himself,  others  to  a  human  Son  by  himself,  but  some  to 
the  Godhead,  others  to  the  Manhood,  and  others  to  both  the  God- 
head and  the  Manhood,  but  of  the  same  God-Man."  He  proceeds 
t(»  say  that  an  expression  imputed  to  him  by  John,  "  I  confess  the 
difference  of  the  natures,  and  divide  the  texts  between  the  natures," 
is  not  his,  but  John's  mode  of  explaining  that  (as  was  the  fact) 
Cyril  recognised  our  Lord  aa  speaking  sometimes  in  a  Divine  tone, 
and  sometimes  in  a  human,  being  Himself  both  God  and  Man. 

To  Eulogius,  a  priest  resident  at  Constantinople,  Cyril  wrote  a 
similar  letter.  Some  wonder,  he  aays,  that  I  can  have  tolerated  a 
formulary  which  speaks  of  "Two  Natures."  "  Well,  is  that  phrase 
really  Nestorian  ?  that  is,  does  it  involve  Nestorian  heresy  ?  Nea- 
torius  used  it — but  not  all  statements  of  heretics  are  heretical.  It 
is  with  Godhead  and  Manhood  in  Christ  as  >vith  body  and  soul  in 
man :  they  are  different  natures,  but  we  view  them  as  united  in 
man,  and  thus  they  make  up  ono  nature  of  man."  Here  we  have 
tlie  celebrated  Ulustration  adopted  in  the  "  Qiucumque : "  it  had 
been  used  in  the  third  letter  to  Neatoiiua,  in  the  treatise  against 
Nestorius,  in  the  "  Explanation,"  and  had  not  yet  been  "  wrested," 
lis  Waterland  says,  by  Monophysites  and  thereby  rendered  ques- 
tionable in  the  eyes  of  Catholics.  "  IVe  say  '  one  nature  incar- 
nate of  God  the  Word/  I  conceded  the  use  of  '  two  natuxes,*^ 
and  of  *  co-essential  with  us  as  to  manhood/  because,  although 
the  phrases  may  l>e  somewhat  obscure,  they  mean  what  is  true, 
that  is,  that  no  confusion  of  natures  took  place :  the  Woi-d  was 
tlie  Word,  and  flesh  was  flesh ;  a  body  cannot  be  co-essential  with 
the  Word,  therefore  there  must  be  one  nature  and  another.  When 
these  two  elements  were  once  xmited  in  the  Incamation,  they 
were  never  again  separate  "  {i.e.  in  two  personalities),  "  but  there 
is  one  Son,  and  one  nature  of  Him,  as  of  the  Word  Incarnate/^ 
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He  proceeds  to  draw  out  briefly  tlie  es-sential  differences  between 
Nestorianism  and  the  Formidary,  e.g.  that  the  Formulary,  while  dis- 
tinguiahlDg  the  attributes^  assies  them  all  to  one  Clirisb;  and  he 
concludes  with  ordei-s  to  Eulogius  as  to  the  distribution  of  certain 
letters  in  Constantinople.  We  must  here  observe  that  in  main- 
taining the  phrase  "  one  nature  (phifda)  of  the  Word,  (though)  a 
nature  incarnate,"  Cyril  deemed  himself  to  be  quoting  St.  Atha- 
niiaius,  for  a  short  tract  containing  the  phrase  was  commonly 
supposed  to  be  a  work  of  that  great  father,  whereas  a  friend  of 
Apollinaris,  quoted  by  Leoutius  of  Byzantium  at  the  end  of  the 
sixth  century,  claims  it  as  the  production  of  ApollinarLs  himself ; 
and  it  may  thus  rank  with  those  pseudonymous  productioua  wliich 
have  beeu  most  disastrous  to  the  peace  of  the  Church,  for  it 
became,  in  fact,  the  source  of  Monophysitism.  Cyril  had  quoted 
it,  in  all  good  faith,  as  by  Athanaaius,  in  hLs  treatise  to  Arcadia 
and  Marina,  before  the  Council  of  Ephesus ;  and  after  that  date 
he  explains  "  one  nature  "  in  the  sense  of  "one  person,"  here  and 
in  the  Quod  tonus  est  Cltrislus. 

Once  more,  at  tlie  end  of  a  valuable  and  instructive  letter  to 
Valerian,  bishop  of  Iconium,  Cyril  defends  the  Formulary  from  the 
charge  of  Nestorianism,  having  folly  explained  in  what  Nestorian- 
iam  consisted.  There,  too,  he  usea  physu  as  a  synonym  for 
hypostasis,  as  in  his  reply  to  Theodoret.  Lastly,  we  must  look 
at  Cyril's  letter  to  Successiis,  or  Succensus,  bishop  of  Diowesarea 
in  laauria.  This  person  had  sent  to  him  a  memorial,  containing 
some  questions  about  the  Faith.  "  Ought  two  natures  to  be  pre- 
dicated of  Christ,  or  only  one  ?  "  Cyril  answered  by  referring  lo 
the  heterodox  position  assumed  by  Diodore  of  Tarsus  and  by 
Nestorians  after  him.  They  separated  God  and  Man  in  Christ 
into  two  separate  beings,  **  united  *'  only  by  community  of  honour. 
The  truth  upheld  by  Cyiil,  of  one  Christ,  was  chained  by  some 
with  being  what  Apollinaris  asserted ;  but  Apollinaris  held  that 
the  Godhead  was  in  some  way  changed,  and  that  there  was  not  a 
true  Manhood.  To  exclude  this  error,  it  must  be  plainly  taught 
that  the  flesh,  though  it  has  become  "  God's,"  is  flesh,  and  not 
Godhead ;  and  the  Word,  although  the  flesh  has  become  His,  is 
God  and  not  flesh.  Thus  CTirist  is  of  (or  from)  two  natures,  yet 
but  one  Christ.  It  is  not  true  to  say  that  after  His  resurrection 
His  boily  was  absorbed  into  Godhead  ;  it  was  inellably  glorified, 
it  might  be  called  "  divine/'  but  it  was  not  converted  into  God- 
head :   that  would  be  impossible,  and  none  of  the  fathers  ever 
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taught  it.  He  concluded  by  refeirmg  to  Athanasiua's  letter  to 
Epictetus,  and  to  the  coiruptions  which,  he  supposed,  Nestorius 
Lad  introduced  into  its  text.  Succensus  sent  him  another  paper, 
contoiuing  objections  which  had  been  made  to  his  teaching,  by 
persons  who,  as  Cyril  says,  "  loved  a  perverse  form  of  so-caUed 
knowledge."  "  If  there  is  but  *  one  nature  iucamate,*  then  it  was 
in  His  own  divine  nature  that  Christ  suifered."  "  Why  bo  ?  "  asks 
Cyril  in  his  second  letter,  which  was  his  reply.  "  It  is  not  simply 
*  one  nature,'  but  '  one  nature  incarnate ; '  that  is,  the  Godhead 
with  the  assumed  and  united  flesh,  which  aloue  was  passible." 
*'  lint  does  not  tho  phrase  annul  the  manhood  ? "  "  No,  it  does 
not  imply  any  fusion :  the  Word  and  the  flesh  remain  each  in 
their  natural  distinctness  ;  the  '  nature '  is  one,  but  incarnate  ;  one, 
as  man  is  one,  thou^^h  made  up  of  soul  and  body."  "  But  if 
Chiist  ia  perfect  God  and  perfect  Man,  co-essential  with  the  Father 
as  to  Deity,  with  us  as  to  manhood,  that  implies  a  human  nature 
or  essence  in  Chnst."  C^vril  answers,  *'  Well,  Ho  is  perfect  man  ; 
He  suffered  in  His  earthly  nature :  the  idea  of  His  suffering  in 
His  Deity — which  Nestoriana  impute  to  us  under  the  name  Theo- 
l)athy — is  not  ours;  we  disown  it "  "  But  if  He  suffered  in  tlesh 
only,  was  His  sufTering  voluntary  ?  Or  if  it  was,  then  He  suffered 
in  the  '  nature '  of  Manhood ;  and  thai  means  two  natures  after 
the  Union."  "  Holy  Scripture/'  says  Cyril,  "  says  that  he  suffered 
in  flesh,  and  therefore  fhai  is  a  better  phrase  tban  '  He  suffered  in 
the  nature  of  Manhood;'  although  that  phrase,  unless- perverted, 
in  no  %vi3e  injures  the  doctrine  of  the  mystery.  For  '  nature  of 
Manhood '  is  but  an  equivalent  for  flesh  and  soul"  He  proceeded 
to  warn  Succensus,  in  the  very  language  which  he  had  used  to 
Acacius,  against  the  unfairness  of  those  who  confouiided  the 
position  of  the  Orientals,  as  stated  in  the  Formulary,  with  that  of 
the  Nestorians. 

What  are  we  to  infer  from  these  letters  ?  We  see,  no  doubt,  a 
certain  reluctance  on  Cjril's  part  to  call  the  manhood  a  "nature." 
Bat  it  is  certain  that  the  word  physis,  commonly  rendered 
"nature.**  had  not  even  yet  acquired  a  precisely  defined  import. 
It  had  been  used  occasionally,  by  Alexandrians,  for  "person." 
AthanaaiuB  himself,  in  his  discourses  against  the  Ariana,  had 
described  the  Son's  "  nature "  as  inseparable  irom  the  Father's. 
And  so  Cyril  had  spoken,  in  his  reply  to  Theodoi-et,  of  "  the 
Word's  nature  or  hypostasis,"  although  in  the  very  next  line  he 
had  described  it  as  "  united  to  human  nature,"  and  elsewhere  had 


384 


The  Age  of  tJie  Fathers. 


virtually  admitted  "  two  naturcjs "  by  saying  that  "  the  Word 
suffered  the  humanity  to  go  through  the  kws  of  its  ottii  nature.** 
This  prepares  us  for  the  interpretation  put  by  Cyril  on  the  phrase 
80  mischievously  ascribed  to  Athanasiua,  "  one  nature  of  God  the 
Word,  but  that  nature  incarnate."  He  was  not,  we  see,  arbitrarily 
twisting  the  term  out  of  its  received  sense  ;  it  had  been  used  to 
indicate  "  person/'  and  thus  he  was  justified  in  claiming  it  for  the 
idea  on  wliich  hti  hod  all  along  insisted,  and  which  is  quite  distinct 
from  '*  Monophysitism," — that  in  the  Incarnate  Son  there  were  not 
to  be  recognised  two  beings^  "  linked  in  amity/'  but  one  being,  one 
Ego,  existing  in  two  spheres  of  life,  and  combining  in  His  single 
Self  what  was  Divine  with  what  was  human,  so  that,  in  fact,  it  was 
equivalent  to  his  own  phrase  "  one  kyposiaxis  incarnate/'  Con- 
sidered apart  from  Christ,  the  words  "  Grod  "  and  "  man  "  represented 
two  beings;  in  Christ,  "God  and  Man"  represented  one  being, 
although  a  being  who  was  at  once  truly  and  perfectly  God,  and 
truly  and  jxirfectly  Man.  The  pliraae,  as  used  by  Cyril,  was  far 
enough  from  meaning  that  at  any  moment  whatever  after  the 
Incarnation  Christ  had  ceased,  or  could  cease,  to  be  Man  ;  the  man- 
hood, once  assumed,  was  really  His,  and  woidd  be  His  through  all 
eternity. 

Such,  in  the  main,  was  Cyril's  second  series,  if 
80  speak,  of  explanations  of  his  language.  He  had 
Nestorianism  by  statements  which  seemed,  to  many  at 
tend  to,  if  they  did  not  actually  reach^  ApoUinarianism. 
explained  himself  to  the  effect  that  he  had  not  in  the  least  meant 
to  deny  our  Ixird's  real  Manhood.  He  next  accepted,  from  the 
more  moderate  of  these  critics,  a  formula  which  veiy  distinctly 
affirmed  that  truth,  !)ut  which  to  some  extent  went  beyond  his 
former  admissions :  forthwith  he  found  himself  obliged  to  remove 
the  anxieties  of  friends  who  tliought  he  had  granted  too  much  in 
that  direction.  Tillemont  well  remarks  that  the  criticisms  made 
on  Cyril's  articles  were  overruled  for  a  signal  good :  "  the  Orientals 
rendered  a  great  service  to  the  Church  by  deferring  their  condem- 
nation of  Nestoriua  until  Cyril  had  by  anticipation  stifled  the 
Eutychian  heresy,  by  explaining  himself  more  clearly  than  he  had 
ever  done  before/'  But  another  remark  is  equally  true — that 
Cyril's  hasty  choice  of  terms  in  some  of  liis  anathemas  produced 
not  only  immediate  complications  but  lasting  mischief;  and  that 
greater  consideration  and  forethought  on  his  part  might  have 
prevented  NestorianiBin  from   becoming  afterwards  so  strangely 
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powerfol.  Had  not  the  terror  of  Apolliitarianism  led  many  to 
shrink  from  the  name  and  the  teaching  of  the  Council  of  Ephesus, 
Christendom  would  not  have  seen  a  Nestorian  Communion  animated 
by  a  vaat  missionaij  enei^,  pushing  its  way  into  the  far  East, 
attesting  its  success  by  the  famous  Singanfu  inscription  in  the 
eighth  century,  extending  in  the  eleventh  "  from  China  to  the 
Tigris"  under  a  patriarch  and  twenty-five  metropolitans,  and 
canonizing  "  Saint  Neatorius,"  in  one  of  its  Eucharistic  services, 
at  this  very  day.  Again,  as  to  the  phrase  "  one  natui-e  in- 
carnate/' Cjrril  might  be  excused  for  using  a  phrase  popularly 
deemed  Athanasian;  but  it  was  verbally  ;?rtma /acie  inconsistent 
with  the  Formulary  of  Reunion,  although  by  explanations  the  two 
could  be  substantially  harmonized ;  and  we  shall  see  that  it^ 
retention,  by  producing  a  certain  hesitancy  in  the  application 
of  *'  nature "  to  Christ' ?<  Manhood^  gave  great  occasion  to  tlie 
unhappy  heresiarch  of  the  next  great  controversy,  and  therefore 
contributed  towards  the  formation  of  that  Monophysite  community 
which  has  so  Ions  confronted  the  Eastern  Church. 
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THE  END  OF  THE  NKSTORIAN  CONTKOVERSY. 

*Tn  apeaking  of  the  sections  of  Eastern  Cliurchmen  who  at  this  time 
resisted  the  ReunioD,  and  then  after  a  time  were  practically  coerced 
into  accepting  or  expelled  for  refusing  it,  we  have  summarised 
what  in  fact  belongs  to  two  or  three  years^  and  must  now  look  to 
the  state  of  the  Church  of  Constantinople  just  a  year  after  the 
reconciliation  of  Cyril  and  John.  Maximian  died  on  Maundy 
Thursday  of  434,  the  12th  of  April ;  and  Theodosiiis.  dreading  the 
lUsturbances  inevitable  from  a  contested  election,  stretched  his 
iLuthority  so  far  as  to  '^  permit "  the  prelates  then  at  Constantinople 
to  enthrone  Troclus,  for  whom  a  majority  had  voted,  as  we  have 
seen,  in  431,  but  wlio  had  then  been  set  aside  by  a  techniad  objec- 
tion— such  as  had  been  urged  against  Gregory  Naziamsen — to  his 
*'  translation  "  from  the  see  of  Cyzicus,  which  hu  had  never  dc  facto 
occupied.  This  time  Theodosius  was  determined  that  no  such 
objection  should  stand  in  the  way  of  an  appolntuient  manifestly 
the  best  possible  ;  and  he  was  fortified  by  letters  in  whicU  Celestine 
had  expressed  to  Cyril,  to  John,  and  to  Rufus  of  Theasalonica,  his 
opinion  in  favour  of  the  lawfulness  of  episcopal  translations.  So 
prompt  was  the  Emperor,  that  Proclus  was  enthroned  wliile 
Maxiinian's  body  still  remained  unburied ;  and  ha  oftk-iated,  as 
bishop,  at  the  funeral  of  his  predecessor.  The  bishops  who  en- 
throned him,  in  their  synodical  letter  announcing  his  accession, 
excused  the  rapidity  of  their  proceedings  by  saying  that  "  multi- 
tudes in  various  parts  of  the  city"  had  loudly  demanded  the 
i-estoration  of  Nestorius.  It  appears,  too,  that  iu  this  letter  threats 
were  held  out,  or  warnings  given,  as  to  the  imperial  displeasure 
which  would  be  provoked  by  those  who  might  refuse  to  be  in  com- 
munion with  I'roclus.  Hut  his  accession  wa^  an  omen  of  happiness 
for  Eastern  Christendom,  for  he  was  very  averse  to  harsh  meosores. 
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and,  as  Socrates  expi-esses  it,  "  was  minded  nod  to  harass  any  sect, 
and  proposed  to  win  over  heretics  by  gentleness  rather  than  by 
violence."  Many  of  his  people  would  remember  his  brilliant  and 
ortitorical  sermon  at  the  opening  of  the  controversy  in  defence  of 
the  phrase  Theotocos ;  but  some  of  the  Nestorian  party  seem  to 
have  thought  that  he  did  not  go  so  far  as  Cyril,  or  even  that  he 
would  condemn  the  Cyrilline  articles.  In  this  they  were  greatly 
mistaken :  and  he  soon,  disabused  them  by  calling  John,  in  the 
usual  form,  "  pious,"  and  by  requesting  Ins  and  Cyril  s  communion. 

When  the  new  bishop  had  occupied  the  throne  of  St.  Chrysostom 
for  about  a  year  and  three  months,  a  further  step  was  taken  by 
Theodosius  against  the  author  of  the  whole  complex  and  far-reaching 
trouble.  Neatorius  had  been  living,  undisturbed,  in  his  monastery 
near  Antioch  :  and  one  of  his  adherents  went  so  far  as  to  claim  that, 
if  John  wished  to  do  his  duty  and  deserve  the  recognition  of 
faithful  men,  he  should  lead  the  true  bishop  of  Constantinople 
into  the  great  church  of  Antioch  and  place  him  on  the  throne 
by  his  side.  But  now,  on  August  3rd,  436,  the  four  years*  tran- 
iiniUity  which  Nestorius  had  been  enjoying  was  terminated  by  au 
order  from  the  Emperor,  that  his  writings  should  be  burnt,  and  his 
followei's  branded  with  the  name  of  "  Simonians,"  and  forbidden  to 
niL'ct  for  worshi[)  on  pain  of  losing  all  their  property :  and  in  con- 
sequence, probably,  of  requests  from  John  of  Antioch,  Nestorius 
himself  was  ordered  to  be  removed  to  Petra,  and  his  property  made 
over  to  the  church  where  he  had  formerly  presided  and,  as  the 
Emperor  expressed  it, "  betrayed  the  sacred  mysteries."  If  he  ever 
went  to  Petra,  it  was  but  for  a  brief  space ;  for  he  was  carried 
to  a  yet  more  dreary  place  of  exile,  the  Greater  Oasis,  whither 
Catholics  had  formerly  been  sent  under  the  Ariau  tyranny. 
Different  accounts  were  given  of  its  climate ;  but  perhaps  some 
light  may  be  thrown  on  this  point  by  a  later  imperial  law  for- 
bidding any  one  to  be  banished  to  the  Oasis  for  a  longer  time  than 
one  year.  The  unhappy  Nestorius  lived  there  for  about  four  years, 
for  he  was  tliei'e  when  Socrates  wrote  his  "  History  "  in  439. 

It  is  remarkable  that  the  same  Irenojus  who  had  been  sent  by 
Theodosius  to  the  Council  of  Ephesus  was  banished  to  Petra  as  a 
partisan  of  Nestorius :  he  there  wrote,  about  the  yeai-  440,  a 
"  Tragedy,"  or  tragical  narrative  of  his  hero's  suflerlngs,  in  which 
he  vehemently  upheld  the  cause  of  Nestorius;  quoted  his  state- 
ment to  the  effect  that  "  the  Egyptian  "  had  garbled  his  sermons 
in  order  to  produce  a  false  impression  on  Celestiue  and  others ; 
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expressed  sympathy  with  the  thorough-going  NestorianizerB  of  the 
synod  of  Anazarbus ;  described  Alexander  aa  "  the  great  combatant 
for  tnith/'  and  John  of  Antioch,  after  his  concessions,  as  "  the 
man  of  Antioch ; "  and  accused  Cyril  of  intending  to  cancel  the  very 
terms  of  the  "  Reunion  **  by  a  new  movement  against  the  already 
humiliated  Orientals.  To  the  "  Tragedy  *'  of  Irenseus  the  preserva- 
tion of  much  material  that  would  otherwise  have  perished  is  due, 
since,  though  it  is  no  longer  extant  itself,  it  was  largely  used  by 
the  Latin  writer  who  soon  after  the  time  of  Justinian  put  together 
a  "  Synodicon/'  or  collection  of  the  documents  and  letters  belong- 
ing to  the  Nestorian  controversy. 

But  the  government  was  not  even  yet  contented.  At  Cyril's 
urgency,  Aristolaus  was  again  in  435  sent  into  the  East,  with 
orders  that  the  bishops  who  had  accepted  the  Reunion  should 
expressly  anathematize  Nestorius.  These  orders  were  widely 
obeyed.  We  learn  from  a  letter  of  John  to  Proclus  that  in 
Mesopotamia,  Osrhoene,  Euphi-atesia,  the  "  two  Syrias,"  Isauria, 
Arabia,  Cilicia,  there  was  general  acquiescence ;  in  other  words, 
his  own  patriarchate  had  accepted  this  test  of  anti-Ncstorian 
orthodoxy.  Cilicia,  the  country  of  Theodore,  still  retained  some 
elements  of  Nestorian  resistance;  but  we  have  a  letter  of  Helladius 
of  Tarsus  and  four  other  bishops  of  Cilicia  Prima  to  the  Emperor, 
professing,  evidently  in  mere  obedience  to  his  orders  conveyed 
through  AiistolauB  and  without  any  change  of  convictions,  that 
they  held  Nestorius  to  be  deposed,  and  anathematized  whatever 
impious  doctrines  he  had  preached,  had  otherwise  uttered,  or  had 
put  into  writing ;  and  that  thoy  further  anathematized  Nestoriua 
himself  and  all  who  wew  now  authoritatively  called  Nestorians, 
•*  following,  in  tlxis  act,  the  holy  bishops  Sixtus,  Proclus,  Cyril, 
and  John."  Helladius's  personal  feeling  as  to  this  enforced 
submission  may  be  gathered  from  a  previous  letter  of  his  to 
Nestorius,  in  which  he  assured  him  of  unshaken  affection,  and 
prayed  to  be  associated  with  him  at  the  day  of  judgment.  This 
is  a  good  illustration  of  the  impolicy,  or  rather  the  folly,  of 
the  plan  of  enforcing  anathematisms  by  terror  of  imperial 
displeasure,  for  which  C3nril  was  mainly  responsible,  and  in  which 
he  placed  such  a  persistent  and  lamentable  confidence.  In 
fact,  the  success  of  the  lieunion  had  apparently  brought  back  all 
his  vehement  combativeness,  all  his  passion  for  denunciation  and 
anathema.  This  result  was  promoted  by  the  persistent  repre- 
sentations of  Maximns,  a  deacon  and  abbot  of  Antioch,  to  the  effect 
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that  some  bishops,  having  anathematized  Nestorianisin,  were  maiu- 
taining  it  in  altered  language ;  and  Mosseus,  or  Moses,  bishop  of 
Anturodus,  who  had  been  a  correspondent  of  Cyril's,  was  specially 
named  as  a  Nestorianizer.     He  received  some  fnither  informaliou 
from  Beronicianus,  metropolitan  of  Tyre,  to   the  effect  that  the 
<Jriental  bishops  were  willing  tu  renounce  Nestorianism  in  the  terms 
prescribed  by  Theodosiua,  but  that  they  insisted  that  nothing  more 
should  be  expected  from  thera.     Thia  at  once  fired  Cyril's  zealous 
wrath   against   the   appearance    or    suspicion   of   Nestorianizing 
sympathies.     He   had  himself  moved  the  Emperor  to  exact  the 
anathema:  was  it,  or  was  it  not,  to  be  a  bona  fide  and  thorough- 
going rejection  of  all  and  everything  that  Nestorius  had  erroneously 
asserted  ?     He   was   informed   that   some   prelates   were  saj'ing, 
"  Nestorius  was  condemned  for  rejecting  the  Theotocos,  and  for 
nothing  else  " — a  gross  evasion ;  and,  provoked  by  this  idiscovery, 
he  exhorted  Aristolaus  to  make  the  text  more  precise  and  ample. 
"Prepare    the    bishops,"    he    urged    in  436,   "to  anathematize 
Nestorius"   in   fuller   terms^   asserting   the  Personal  Union  and 
the  Theotocos,  but  (it  must  in  fuirness  be  added)  plainly  acknow- 
ledging that  the  God-Man  sulTered  in  Manhood,  and  that  there 
was  nothing  like  "conversion"  or  "confusion/*     "Let  this,"  he 
wrote,  "  be  added  to  the  anathematism  against  Nestorius;  it  is  all 
implied  in  the  Emperor's  orders."     But  John  of  Antioch,  it  appears, 
objected  to  this  demand ;  and  wTote  to  Proclus  the  letter  above 
alluded  to,  in  which,  after  informiug  him  of  the  good  dispositions 
prevalent  throughout  his  own   patriarchate  on  the  question  of 
Nestorianism,  he  requested  that  nothing  further  might  be  exacted, 
and  that  the  Church  might  at  last  have  freedom  to  devote  herself 
to  the  task  of  maintaining  Christianity  against  the  Jews  of  Syria 
and  the  heathens  of  Palestine  and  Phrenicia— -a  remarkable  testi- 
mony to  the  tenacity  of  life  still  retained  by  even  Eastern  paganism, 
and  to  the  ceaseless  activity  of  Judaism  against  the  faith.     John's 
letter  is  also  interestiug  as  recitiag  the  names  of  fathers,  Eastern 
and  Western,  such  as  Ambrose  and  Cyprian,  Athanaaius  and  John 
(Chrysostom),  whom  he  followed  in  Ms  imderstanding  of  Christian 
doctrine  :  he  also  transcribes  the  Nicene  Creed  in  its  true  form, 
as  it  had  been  acknowledged  by  the  Council  of  Ephesus.     Cyril 
found  that  he  had  gone  too  far,  and  wrote  again  to  Aristolaus, 
asking  this  time  that  a  special  rejection  of  the  several  points  of 
Nestorianism  might  be  required  from  those  who  were  "  suspected  " 
on  tills  matter.     Further  indications  of  bis  anxiety  as  to  crypto- 
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Xestoiians  are  fouud  in  a  letter  to  Maxiinus  and  others,  in  whicb 
he  says  that  he  has  drawn  up  a  tract  in  which  the  three  main 
points  of  tlie  Catholic  doctrine  as  attacked  by  Nestoriua  are 
briefly  treated  of ;  and  also  in  a  letter  to  John,  complaining  that, 
according  to  the  information  of  a  priest  named  Daniel,  Theodoret 
was  stiJl  unsound,  **had  not  really  wiped  off  from  himself,"  as 
Cyril  had  hoped,  the  stain  of  Nestorian  error ;  which,  indeed, 
he  added,  was  but  too  likely  if  Theodoret  had  not  yet  con- 
demned Nestorius.  What  came  of  this  we  do  not  know,  except 
that  Theodoret  certainly  did  not  condemn  Nestorius  until  the 
October  of  451. 

One  more  event  belongs  to  this  last  period  of  the  controversy. 
We  are  warranted  in  thinking  that  Theodore  of  Mopsuestia  had 
been  the  true  jiarent  of  Neatorianism.  Of  this  fact  there  was  ii 
significant  proof  after  the  proscription  of  Nestorius's  own  writings. 
The  Nestorians  circulated  a  vast  number  of  copies  of  Thewlore's 
treatises,  and  of  translations  of  them  into  Syriac,  Armenian,  and 
Persian.  The  like  was  done  as  to  the  writings  of  his  master 
Diodore  of  TaiBus.  liabbula  of  Edessa  had  come  across  a  number 
of  Theodore  s  writings,  in  his  own  diocese,  as  early  as  the  spring 
of  432,  had  commanded  them  to  be  burnt,  and  bad  boldly  anathe- 
matized the  great  "  Commentator  "  or  "  Expositor  "  in  his  cathedi*al. 
He  was  now  near  the  end  of  his  long  course,  a  blind  old  man,  ))nt 
with  fire  and  energy  unabated.  As  he  had  formerly  told  Cyril 
that  "  a  certain  Cilician  bishop/'  although  careful  not  to  shock  his 
people,  had  been  the  real  founder  of  the  new  heresy,  so  he  now,  in 
connexion  with  Acacius  of  Melitene,  wrote  in  435,  or  perhaps 
in  the  next  year,  to  warn  the  Armenian  prelates  against  the 
dissemination  of  Theodore's  tlieology.  The  C^cian  bishops  WTOt« 
to  the  Amieuians  on  the  other  side ;  and  the  result  was  that  the 
Armenian  bishops  sent  two  priests,  Leontius  and  Aberius,  to 
i-equest  Troclus  to  give  his  opinion  :  was  Theodore  right,  or  Acacius 
and  Eabbula?  They  themselves  endently  expected  and  wished 
liim  to  decide  against  Theodore.  They  supplied  him  witb  an 
account  of  the  complaints  against  Theodore,  and  with  "  a  single 
volume  "  of  Theodore's  works ;  and  after  due  examination  he  \\Tot« 
a  dogmatic  letter  or  ''  Tome,"  in  which,  after  descanting  on  faith, 
hope,  and  charity,  he  set  forth  the  duty  of  strictly  adhering  to  the 
right  faith,  and  proceeded  to  state  the  doctrine  of  the  locornation. 
'*  God  the  Word,"  he  said,  "  did  not  enter  into  a  full-formed  man, 
but  became  flesh — not  that  He  was  converted  into  flesh,  for  the 
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CJodliead  remains  superior  to  all  change ;  the  word  *  became '  shows 
the  iudivisibleneas  of  this  perfect  union,  the  singleness  of  the 
person,  while  the  word  'took'  (the  form  of  a  servant)  shows  the 
iiamutabilily  of  the  (Divine)  natm*e.  God  the  Word^  then,  is 
Christ ;  the  nature  of  God  knows  not  of  two  Sons ;  the  Only 
Father  begat  an  Only-begotten ;  if  Christ  is  another  than  God  the 
Word,  Christ  is  necessarily  a  mere  man."  Then,  as  if  anticipating 
the  remark  of  a  great  modern  preacher,  "  If  it  is  easy  to  wrong  God 
hy  denying  His  ^i^i-eatnoss,  it  is  easier  to  wrong  Him  by  denying  His 
condescensions,"  Proclus  goes  on  to  warn  his  readers  against  those 
who  are  scandalized  by  the  swaddling  clothes,  the  lying  in  the 
manger,  the  gradual  bodily  growth,  the  sleeping  in  the  V>oat,  the 
weariness,  the  hungering :  if  they  scoff  at  the  sufferings,  they  deny 
the  nature,  therefore  they  do  not  believe  in  the  Economy  "  {i.r.  the 
Incarnation), "  and  therefore  they  forfeit  their  salvation."  "  Of  two 
things  one :  either  they  must  be  ashamed  of  the  sufferings,  and 
deny  the  nature/'  which  is  Manicheism ;  or,  "  if  they  accept  the 
benefit  of  the  Incamatiou,  and  confess  the  nature,  they  must  not  be 
ashamed  of  the  sufferings  which  happen  to  it.  Since  T  know  and 
am  taught  by  religion  to  tielieve  in  one  Son,  I  confess  the  htjpostasis 
of  the  Incarnate  Gwl  the  Word  to  be  one."  He  proceeds,  after  this 
important  statement,  to  insist  on  the  personal  unity,  and,  as  entLfely 
consistent  with  it,  on  the  reality  of  Christ's  humanity  :  he  adduces 
the  great  text,  llom.  ix.  5,  in  proof  of  this  twofold  truth ;  and  con- 
cludes by  apiJjing  to  the  existing  circumstances  of  the  Armenians 
the  Apostle's  warning  against  being  "spoiled"  by  a  deceitful 
phOosophy.  This  memorable  and  admirable  document  exhibited 
some  advance  from  the  strict  Alexandrian  language  towards  the 
terminology  aftenvards  established  at  Chalcedon ;  for  "  nature  " 
was  freely  used  by  Pi'oclus  of  Christ's  manhood.  And,  more  im- 
portant still,  the  ambiguous  and  perplexing  phi'ase,  "  one  nature 
incarnate,"  gave  place  to  "  one  hypostasis  incarnate,"  which  brought 
out  the  sense  in  which  Cyril  had  used  the  former  phrase.  Thirdly, 
IVoclus  affirmed  that  "  one  Person  of  the  Trinity  was  incarnate  " — 
A  sentence  which  afterwai-ds  produced  a  controversy.  But  througliout 
the  whole  Tome  he  did  not  name  Theodore,  although  he  marked 
some  propositions  of  his  as  heretical. 

The  Tome  was  communicated  by  Proclus  to  the  two  great 
Chiu-ches  of  Alexandria  and  Antioch.  Basil,  a  deacon  of  Con- 
stantinople, conveyed  one  copy  of  it  to  Cyril,  and  went  so  far  as  to 
propose  that  Cyril  should  not  only  condemn  the  propositions  taken 
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from  Theodore's  wiitinga.  but  should  add  Theodore's  name,  so  as 
to  imply  that  lie  should  be  anathematized.  We  know  not  how 
Cyril  answered ;  but  Basil  returned  home,  and  made  a  similar 
proposal  to  Proclus,  who  was  not  much  inclined  to  comply  with 
it.  Thoodotus,  too,  the  envoy  of  I*roclu3  to  Autioch,  took  upon 
himself,  probably  in  conjunction  with  the  abliot  Maximus,  to  make 
thd  same  demand  to  bishop  John.  This  proposal  to  condemn 
Theodore  by  name,  when  it  became  knowu.  cuused  ii  great  excite- 
ment at  Antioch  ;  a  loud  outcry  arose,  even  iu  church,  "  May 
Theodore's  faith  be  spread !  We  believe  as  Theodore  did."  The 
bishops  assembled  with  John  in  sjTiod  approved  of  the  teach- 
ing of  Proclus,  but  declined  to  anathematize  the  dead  bishop  on 
the  ground  of  language  which  might  in  part  bear  a  good  sense  or 
have  parallels  iu  the  \vriting3  of  approved  fathers ;  the  more  so, 
that  Theodore  had  done  great  service  against  Apoilinarianism,  and 
his  name  was  so  honoured  that  the  people  would  never  suffer  it  to 
bo  condemned.  They  wrote  to  Proclus  accordingly ;  and  he  dis- 
avowed the  addition  of  Theodore's  name  to  liis  document  as  done 
without  his  authority,  but  persisted  in  dosiiinff  that  the  passages 
extracted  from  Theodore  should  be  condemned,  though  without 
any  mention  of  their  author.  The  Orientals  also  wrote  to  Cyril, 
assuring  him  that  the  proposal  would  never  answer  any  good 
ppjpoae,  and  would  furnish  a  precedent  full  of  peril.  They  admitted 
that  Theodore  had  used  some  "  hard  "  language,  but  urged  that  the 
passages  cited  as  his  might  find  parallels  in  the  writings  of  Atha- 
nosius,  the  Gregories,  and  Basil.  This  was  to  minimise  the  real 
gravity  of  Theodore's  deviations  from  orthodoxy,  and  to  do  injustice 
to  the  great  names  which  were  thus  adduced  to  shield  his  reputa- 
tion. If  the  writers  knew  what  they  were  saying,  they  must  have 
been  afraid  to  offend  popular  opinion  as  to  "  the  Kxpositor." 

Cyril  was  thus  made  aware  of  the  dangers  which  would  attend 
an  attempt  to  anathematize  the  name  of  one  whom  the  Eastern 
Churches  so  highly  honoured  :  but  he  had  a  very  clear  and  well- 
founded  opinion  as  to  the  relation  of  Theodore  to  Nestorianism, 
and  he  accordingly  wrote  to  the  Orientals,  desiring  that  no  com- 
parison might  be  made  between  Theodore,  who  '*  had  borne  dowu 
full  sail  against  the  glory  of  Christ/*  and  the  holy  fathers,  such 
as  Athanasius.  and  that  no  such  teaching  as  Theodore's — in  short* 
no  Nestorianism — might  be  tolerated  among  the  clergy  ;  while  at 
the  same  time  he  disclaimed  all  desiie  to  rekindle  strife  among 
Chu2x:lunen^  and  oven  exhorted  his  brotliren  to  receive  without 
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unfriendly  suspiciousness  any  sincere  convert  from  Ncstorianiam. 
f^n  the  whole,  he  wished  to  have  Theodore*s  opinions  excluded 
from  the  Church — he  had  heard,  during  a  visit  to  Jerusalem,  of 
the  care  taken  to  circulate  Theodore's  books  as  part  of  the  Nes- 
torian propaganda — but  found  it  safer  not  to  attack  his  name  and 
memory  according  to  the  proposal  unfairly  fathered  on  Pi-oclus 
and  passionately  urged  by  such  zealots  aa  the  deacon  Basil,  some 
monks  of  Armenia,  and  the  Antiochene  abbot  Maximus.  The 
latter,  who  had  even,  at  one  time,  renounced  Jolin's  communion  oa 
tho  ground  of  his  indulgence  towards  Nestorius,  visited  Cyril  at 
Alexandria,  and  showed  him  a  letter  of  Acacius  of  Melitene  to 
John,  full  of  zeal  for  orthodoxy.  He  also  told  Cyril  (which  was 
no  news)  that  the  Nestoriani^ers  were  claiming  the  Nicene  Creed 
as  on  their  side ;  and  Cyril  therefore  wrote  his  tract  on  "  The  Holy 
Symbol,"  vindicating  the  true  sense,  and  sent  copies  of  it  to 
Theodosius  and  Pulcheria.  In  this  paper  he  commented  on  John  i, 
14,  excluding  not  only  any  change  of  the  Word  into  flesh,  or  any 
fusion  or  commixture,  but  "  what  some  talk  of  as  a  consuhstantia- 
lion"  which  is  virtually  the  Monophysite  theory  properly  so  called, 
and  is  set  aside  by  Cyril  as  incompatible  with  the  immutability  of 
the  divine  nature.  He  afterwards  wrote  to  Proclus,  referring  to  the 
excitement  caused  by  the  proposal  to  anathematize  Theodore,  and 
advising  that,  as  that  bishop  was  "  gone  away  to  God,"  nothing 
should  be  done  in  the  way  of  condemning  him  by  name  :  it  would 
be  sufficient  that  well-instructed  Christians  wotild  reject  what  he 
had  erroneously  written.  And  thus  tho  question  of  anathema- 
tizing Theodore,  or  rather  his  name  and  memory,  slept  until,  for 
purposes  largely  political,  it  wa.s  unhappily  revived  a  century 
later  by  Justinian ;  and  an  order  from  Theodosius,  evidently 
inspired,  or  at  least  approved,  by  Proclus,  forbade  further  discus- 
sion as  hurtful  to  Christian  peace  and  ecclesiastical  tranquillity. 

Here,  then,  we  may  close  oui*  survey  of  the  Nestorian  conti-o- 
versy  in  connexion  with  the  Third  General  Council.  The  faults  and 
mistakes  comndtted  on  the  "  orthodox  "  side  must  not  be  forgotten 
or  unfairly  varnished  over:  "orthodoxy"  gains  nothing,  and  loses 
much,  by  indiscriminate  and  nncandid  hero-worship.  Yet,  when 
we  have  admitted  everythiug  of  this  sort,  we  have  not  only  to  take 
note  also  of  unfairness  and  bitterness  on  the  side  opposed  to  Cyril, 
but  the  fact  remains  plainly  written  on  the  face  of  the  history : 
If  Nestorianism  had  gone  unrebuked,  the  Church  would  have  com- 
prx^^tmised  its  fidelity  to  the  doctrine  of  the  Divine  Incarnation, 
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and  of  all  that  such  an  Incarnation  involves  for  man.  Whatever 
elements  of  ejirthly  passion  mingled  with  tlie  persistent  zeal  of  the 
great  Alexandrian  patiiarch,  this  at  least  is  his  praise,  that  he  saw 
clearly,  and  grasped  tenaciously,  the  issue  nused  by  the  sermons 
of  Nestorius.  It  was  not  wliether  the  Mother  of  Christ  should,  or 
should  not,  be  honoured  by  a  particular  title  ;  but  whether  Christ 
Himself  should,  or  should  not,  be  believed  in,  and  worship|jed, 
as  personally  and  actually  Divine.  Cyril  and  the  Council  of 
Ephesus  were  Ihe  instruments  of  Becuring  that  belief  and  worship 
as  the  perpetual  inheritance  of  Christendom.  And  if  we  wish  t*i 
put  the  issue  into  plain  words  for  tlie  benefit  of  any  who  may 
have  been  accustomed  lo  think  it  '*  verbal,'*  we  may  well  ask  them 
to  read  again  the  second  paragraph  of  the  Gloria  in  Excelsis,  or 
those  three  short  verses  of  the  Te  Deum  which  be^in  with  "  Thou 
art  the  King  of  glory,  O  Christ ;  "  and  then  consider  how  they 
would  have  to  be  re-worded  in  order  to  represent  the  Nestonan 
Christology.  Nor  can  we  safely  ignore  the  practical  interest  whicli 
certain  tendencies  of  modem  religious  thought  attach  to  this  old 
controversy  about  the  Theotocos  and  the  Hypostatic  Union.  We 
often  meet  with  what  seems  the  frankest  and  readiest  recognition 
of  Christ's  "  divinity."  In  the  words  of  Archbishop  Alexander,  men 
"  ring  the  changes  on  the  word  'divine.'"  But  in  what  sense  do 
they  use  it?  K  we  incjuire,  we  find  that  Christ  is  for  one  man 
*'  divine,"  inasmuch  as  He  was  the  best  of  all  men,  and.  as  such, 
morally  the  nearest  to  God;  for  another,  because,  as  being  the 
l)e8t  of  men.  He  best  exhibited  what  is  called  "  the  essential  unity 
of  the  human  nature  with  the  divine."  An<l  it  is  manifest  that 
each  of  these  applications  of  the  term  "  divine  "  to  Jesus  Christ  is, 
in  its  own  way,  such  a  misuse  as  gravely  to  impair  the  idea  of 
"  divinity." 
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TilE  <3;reat  theological  controvorsy  of  the  Eaist  had  its  echoes  also 
in  the  West.  Augustine,  as  we  have  seen,  had  had  occasion  to 
alfirm  what  Cyril  called  the  Personal  Union  as  against  the  en-ors 
of  Leporius ;  and  now  we  find  two  Spanish  Churchmen,  Vitalis 
and  Constantius,  wi-itiug  to  their  "  venerahle  pope "  (Japreolus 
of  Carthage,  as  to  the  new  opinions  recently  ventilated  in  their 
country.  "  There  are  some  here  who  say  that  we  ought  not  to  say, 
'  God  was  born/  They  believe  that  a  mere  man  was  born  of  the 
Virgin  Maryland  that  afterwards  God  dwelt  in  him;  we,  your 
humble  aer\'ants,  resist  their  assertion,  and  believe  that  God  wiis 
in  Mary's  womb,  took  to  Himself  a  certain  element,  made  fur 
Himself  '  man  '  {hominem),  and  was  bom,  true  God,  and  true  Man 
whom  He  assumed."  This  rather  confused  statement  was  cleared 
somewhat  further  on,  where  the  writers  said  that  a  mediator  must 
be  both  God  and  Man :  they  proceeded  to  say  that  the  new  theoiy 
represented  the  Crucified  as  a  mere  man,  from  whom  the  indwell- 
ing God  had  departed.  Capreolus  replied  in  a  long  letter,  identi- 
fying this  new  opinion  with  "  the  Nestorian  heresy,"  and  referring 
to  "  the  glorious  Council "  which  bad  assembled  in  the  East  to 
(|uench  tliat  error  with  tlie  light  of  apostolic  tnith.  One  ought  not, 
he  said,  to  wonder  that,  even  though  then  condemned,  it  had  again 
asserted  itself.  Capi*eolus  then  gave  an  elaborate  statement  of  the 
Catholic  doctrine.  God  and  Man  in  Christ  formed  one  Person : 
God  did  Twt  dwell  iu  Christ  as  He  dwelt  in  patriarchs,  prophets, 
apostles,  and  other  holy  and  illustrious  men,  but  in  a  manner 
imique,  .-^o  that  He  took  to  Himself  "  homo "  and  was  bum  man. 
He  who  was  eternally  begotten  in  heaven  was  the  same  who  was 
made  man   in   the  Virgin's  womb.    Therefore  there  can  be  no 
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separation  of  the  Person  of  God  and  of  Man  in  Christ :  the  iinion 
is  inseparable.  The  Impossible  One  suffered  throiif^h  the  paaaible 
whom  He  assumed.  Not  even  in  the  Passion  was  God  absent 
from  that  Man  ;  else  we  could  not  identify  "  the  Lord  of  glory  " 
with  the  "  Crucified,"  Capreolus  acknowledged,  with  eloquent  and 
emphatic  reiteration,  that  the  Divine  nature  could  not  he  iacludeii 
within  limits,  nor  deprived  of  its  omnipresence,  nor  impaired  by 
conditionB,  nor  affected  by  sufTerings.  But,  he  inaisted,  God  the 
Word  was  present  not  only  on  the  cross,  but  in  the  tomb,  in  tlie 
under-world ;  while  yet  the  Redeemer,  being  Man  as  well  as  God, 
was  susceptible  of  "the  suflerings  and  agitations  of  a  true  man, 
and  sustained  in  Himself  all  the  forms  of  our  infirmity,"  After 
commenting  on  several  texts,  among  which  were  the  confession  of 
St.  Peter  at  Ca?sarea  Philippi  and  the  words,  "I  ascend  to  My 
Father  and  your  Father"  Capreolua  cKincluded  by  exhorting  the 
two  "  servants  of  God "  to  uphold  this  sacred  doctrine  "  as  the 
truth  of  Scripture  and  as  the  teaching  of  great,  learned,  and 
eloquent  men."  It  is  observable  that  he,  like  Augustine  and 
other  Latin  Church  writers,  employs  the  ambiguous  "  homo  "  for 
human  nature  or  manhood,  even  though  he  is  distinctly  contro- 
verting the  Nestorian  Christology — so  deficient  was  the  Latin 
Church  still  in  technical  language. 

It  is  satisfactory  to  turn  at  this  period  to  the  Southern  Gallic 
Church  as  exhibiting  an  earnest  zeal  for  the  Catholic  doctrine  of 
the  Incarnation,  and  for  the  Catholic  rule  of  doctrine  altogether, 
whatever  difticulties  or  controversies  or  inadequate  statements 
on  the  question  of  grace  might  be  rife  within  its  border.  The 
illustrious  inland-monastery  of  Lerins  wms  now  the  abode  of  a 
man  who  has  made  the  name  of  Vincent  still  more  memorable  in 
the  history  of  theology  than  it  had  been  in  the  history  of  martyr- 
dom. He  was  a  pi^esbyter  in  the  Lerinensian  community ;  in  early 
life,  he  himself  tells  us,  he  had  been  "  involved  in  the  excitements 
of  a  secular  calling."  When  he  became  a  monk,  he  devoted  him- 
self to  "  assiduous  study  "  of  Scripture  and  Church  writers ;  and 
at  last,  three  years  after  the  "  holy  Council  of  Ephesus,"  that  is, 
in  434,  he  composed,  under  the  name  of  "  Peregrinus,"  his  "  Com- 
monitory  "  (or  "  Reminder  ")  "  against  the  novelties  of  Heretics." 
It  was,  he  thought,  important  to  fortify  the  faithful  with  new 
defences  against  the  new  artifices  of  heretics.  He  would  write 
simply  and  plainly,  for  his  book  was  to  have  a  practical  aim :  ho 
would    furnish,   or    rather    he    would    recall    to    the    minds    of 
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Chorchmen.  a  test  whereby  to  try  the  spirits  of  various  teachers.  Let 
this  test  be  the  traditionary  doctrine  of  the  Church  as  interpreting 
Scripture;  for  Scripture,  from  its  depth,  is  variously  interpreted, 
and  hence  the  necessity  of  "  the  rule  *'  of  Catholic  consciousness  as 
to  the  true  sense  of  prophets  and  apostles.  Accordingly — thus 
early  does  his  world-famous  formula  present  itself  in  the  book — 
"  in  the  Catholic  Church  it  is  of  the  greatest  importance  that  we 
should  hold  that  which  has  been  held  sfmper,  ubique,  et  ah 
omnibus ;  "  which,  in  other  words,  possesses  the  characteristics 
of  "  CECumenicity,  antiquity,  and  consent," — consent,  as  he  ex- 
plains, entire  or  nearly  entire,  *'  Manifestly,"  says  Professor 
Stanton,  in  his  excellent  volume  on  "The  Place  of  Authority," 
this  "  rule  was  not  intended  to  apply  literally ;  *'  each  of  its 
elements  must  be  understood,  as  indeed  some  legal  maxima  have 
to  be  understood,  with  allowance  for  generality  of  expression ; 
and  the  author  is  thinking  rather  of  controversies  within  the 
Church  than  of  those  which  are  carried  on  with  outsiders.  "  But 
how,"  Vincent  supposes  a  querist  to  ask,  "  if  one  part  of  the 
Church  falls  from  the  faith  ? "  We  must  prefer  the  sound  por- 
tions. •*  How  if  heresy  endeavours  to  infect  the  whole  Church 
at  onoe  ? "  We  must  cling  to  antiquity,  which  cannot  now  be 
deceived  by  any  false  novelties.  "  What  if,  in  antiquity,  some 
names,  or  a  whole  province,  appear  to  have  been  in  error  ? " 
Follow  the  rulings  of  an  universal  Council  "^Vhat  if  no  such 
rulings  be  found  to  bear  upon  the  subject  ? "  Compare  the  say- 
ings of  the  ancients,  especially  of  approved  doctors,  Eind  go  by 
what  they  concurred  in  teaching.  Take  the  case  of  Donatism : 
the  Catholics  of  Africa,  as  united  with  the  general  body  of  the 
Church,  are  seen  to  have  been  right,  and  the  Donatists  wrong. 
Or  look  at  the  times  when  the  Arians  seemed  masters  of  Christen* 
dom :  the  appeal  to  antiquity  was  enough  to  vindicate  the  position 
of  those  who  kept  clear  of  that  "  profane  novelty."  The  heroic 
confessors  of  orthodoxy  overcame  by  holding  fast  to  the  "  deposit  '* 
of  the  truth.  That  is  the  mark  of  true  Churchmanship ;  the  more 
religious  a  Churchman  is,  the  more  zealous  is  he  against  inno- 
vations. This  is  illustrated  by  the  old  controversy  about  re- 
baptism,  in  which  "the  Apostolic  see"  bore  witness  against  the 
new  principle  brought  in  by  Agrippinus  of  Carthage ;  and  that 
new  principle,  though  supported  by  the  great  and  saintly  name 
of  Cyprian,  collapsed  :  the  African  ruling  vanished  **  like  a  dream." 
After  enforcing,  on  the  authority  of  St  Paul's  anathema  (Gal.  i. 
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8)  and  other  texts,  the  duty  of  rejecting  all  doctrine  tliat  could 
not  make  good  its  claim  to  be  part  of  the  original  ChrLstiau 
l>elief,  Vincent  passes  on  to  notice  the  plea — sometimes  an  iio- 
pressive  one — which  the  adherents  of  a  new  theory  might  derive 
Irom  the  high  qualities  or  commanding  position  of  its  chief  advo- 
cates. It  is,  he  urges,  a  case  like  that  of  which  Moses  had  warned 
Israel:  "The  Lord  your  God  is  proving  you"  (Deut.  xiii.  3). 
Nestorius  of  late  had  been  in  high  repute;  Photiniis,  ''in  the 
memory  of  our  forefathers,"  had  been  admii-ed  for  learning, 
eloquence,  and  ability  ;  no  one  could  surpass  Apolliaaris  In  acute- 
ness,  scholarship,  or  industry — his  thirty  books  against  Porphyry 
were  proof  enough  of  his  zeal  in  the  Christian  cause.  Then 
follows  an  account  of  the  heresies  connected  with  these  three 
names — with  a  warning  not  to  be  deceived  by  Ajjolliuai'ian  or 
Xestorian  professions  of  belief  in  the  Holy  Trinity  or  in  the 
"  One  Person  of  Christ " — and  a  statement  of  the  orthodox  doctrine, 
in  which  "two  substances"  in  Cluist,  as  well  as  "one  Person," 
are  afBrmed  with  a  luminous  precision  and  definitiveness 
characteristic  of  Latin  theology  as  framed  on  the  Augnstinian 
model.  It  might  almost  seem  that  the  verses  on  tlie  Incamatioii 
in  the  "  Quicumque  "  had  been  condensed  from  this  statement ; 
and  the  suggestion  of  Prebendary  Ommanney,  that  Vincent  waa 
the  compiler  of  the  Quicumque.  has  not  a  littlo  to  say  for  itself. 
For  instance,  the  Commonitory  distinguishes  tlie  senses  in  which 
the  Son  is  "equal"  and  "inferior"  to  the  Father:  it  describes 
Him  as  "  begotten  of  the  Father  before  times,  and  bom  of  Mary 
in  time,  perfect  God  and  perfect  Man,"  and  as  "  one  not  by  con- 
fusion of  Divinity  ami  humanity,  but  by  an  entire  and  peerless 
unity  of  person."  But  the  Commonitory  calls  Mary  "  Theotocoe," 
and  therein  goes  beyond  the  wording,  though  not  lieyond  the  sense, 
of  the  Quicumque.  Vincent  is  "  most  emphatic  in  his  assertion  of 
our  Lord's  perfect  humanity,"  and  also  in  excluding  a  miscon- 
ception which  the  Latin  sense  of  "  pei-sona "  might  suggest,  as 
if  God  had  "  personally  "  become  man  oidy  in  the  sense  of  having 
represented  or  dramatically  "  imitated  "  the  life  of  manhood — a 
"  monstrous  and  wicked  mockery  "  of  the  Divine  fact,  exclaims 
Vincent,  in  an  outbreak  of  anti-Docetic  zeal  which  may  remind 
one  of  Tertullian,  but  which  was  stimulated  by  his  horror  of 
Manicheism.  After  some  remarks  on  the  privilege  and  glory  of 
Mary's  Motherhood,  and  on  the  Church's  faith  as  to  the  Trinity 
and  the  Inoamation,  Vincent  proceeds  to  illustrate  further  the 
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fallibility  of  any  single  divine  by  the  examples  of  Origen  and 
Tertidlifin ;  the  section  on  OrigDn  is  most  beautiful  and  pathetic. 
and  indicates  a  wish  to  think  that  his  writings  had  been  tampered 
with  by  "  heretics."  He  presently  rafers  to  St.  Paul's  charge  to 
Timothy  as  to  the  preservation  of  the  deposit,  "  the  talent  of 
Catholic  faith,"  which,  indeed,  admitted  of  fuller  and  yet  fuller 
elucidation,  but  of  no  substantial  addition  at  all,  Not  that  he 
excludes  all  growth  or  advance  in  regard  to  doctrine.  Progress, 
he  owns,  is  both  possible  and  needful  in  religions  knowledge  :  but 
it  must  be  by  a  clearer  perception  of  the  original  idea,  not  by  tho 
accretion  of  new  ideas ;  by  a  clothing  of  old  truth  in  "  smoother  " 
or  more  definite  language,  not  by  substituting  a  new  principle  in 
its  place.  Wliile  using  the  illustrations  of  the  actual  identity  of 
the  human  frame  in  the  child  and  in  the  adult,  and  the  expansion 
of  a  germ  into  its  appropiiate  plant,  he  limits  the  development  or 
amplification  of  doctrine  either  to  the  forms  in  which  it  is  ex- 
pitjssed,  or  to  the  clearness  with  which  its  import  is  realised.  The 
Church,  we  are  distinctly  told,  "  diminishes  nothing  and  adds 
nothing;  it  neither  introduces  what  is  superfluous,  nor  make.s  use 
fif  what  is  foreign/'  ix,  alien  to  the  original  substance  of  Christian 
belief.  He  refers  aftervvai-ds  to  the  confident  appeals  of  hei*etica 
(including  Priscillian)  to  Scripture,  which  made  some  rule  of 
Scriptural  interpretation  necessary  for  Churchmen,  and  then  ho 
re-states  the  triple  standanl  already  mentioned.  There  was  a 
second  part  of  the  Commonitory,  which,  according  to  Gennadius, 
was  stolen  from  the  author  while  still  in  sheets  ;  he  was  therefore 
obliged  to  append  to  the  first  tract  a  summary  of  its  contents, 
concluding  with  a  list  of  the  authorities  produced  at  Ephesun 
against  Nestorian  error,  and  testifying  to  the  principle  that  anti- 
quity was  a  test  of  dt>ctrinal  truth. 

And  yet,  it  has  been  usually  thought,  Vincent  himself  was 
not  entii-ely  orthodox — was,  in  fact,  Semi-Pelagiau,  owing  to  his 
dislike  of  the  strong  predestinarian  school.  A  writer  of  the  name 
of  Vincent^  at  any  rate,  was  tho  author  of  objections  to  the  high 
Augustinian  theology ;  and  the  identification  of  this  Vincent, 
lo  whom  l*rosper  i*eplied,  with  the  author  of  tho  Commonitor}', 
has  become  tho  common  opinion  of  scholars.  '*  But  in  the  Com- 
monitory," as  Tillemont  says,  "  he  hag  eflectually  concealed,  if  he 
ever  entertained,  the  idea  of  attacking  the  doctrine  of  grace ;  he 
has  contentetl  himself  with  establishing  noble  and  true  prin- 
ciples, and  with  leaving  to  others  the  task  of  drawing  from  them 
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conclusions  of  a  Pelagian  character."  It  is,  indeed,  significant  tbat 
in  citing  Celestine's  warning  against  persons  who  introduced 
•'  profane  novelties,"  he  does  not  quote  tbo  Popts'a  panegyric  on 
Augustine.  But  we  must  recollect  that  Semi-Pelagianism  was 
not  as  yet  condemned ;  and  there  can  be  no  doubt  that  the 
ecclasiastical  leaders  of  the  (Jhurch  of  Marseilles,  who  are  regarded 
as  its  authors,  were  persuaded  that  by  making  the  unassisted 
freewill  of  man  originate  a  holy  life,  while  they  admitted  that 
the  assistance  of  grace  was  necessary  for  its  continuance,  they 
were,  in  fact,  taking  up  the  only  position  which  could  exclude 
Pelagianism  on  the  one  hand  and  the  necessarianism  of  "  irresis- 
tible grace  '*  on  the  other.  If  giuce  had  not  been  callod  irrcsLsLible. 
Semi-Pelagianism  might  never  have  been  heard  of.  The  Vincent 
whom  Prosper  undertook  to  answer,  whether  he  were  Vincent 
of  Lerins  or  not,  was  earnest  against  the  predestinarianism  of 
Angustine  and  of  his  school  as  injurious  to  the  Divine  character 
and  to  the  interests  of  (Jhri.stian  morality:  he  inferred  from  it 
the  same  soil  of  consequences  that  Wesley  inferred  from  White- 
tield*s  Calvinism.  Christ,  he  ^v^ote,  according  to  that  hj^thesis, 
did  not  die  for  all  men;  God  does  iioi  "wish  all  men  to  be 
saved ; "  He  has  created  the  majority  of  mankind  with  the  very 
purix)se  of  condemning  them  ;  He  has  fore-ordained  an  evil  will 
and  its  evil  results;  the  falling  away  of  many  faithful  may  seem 
to  be  due  to  their  own  fault,  but  is  really  due  te  God's  fore- 
ordaining ;  even  if  any  such  persons  were  to  ask  for  perseverance, 
they  wouhl  not  obtain  it;  and  those  who  are  thus  doomed  to 
perdition,  after  they  have  fallen  from  grace,  are  incapacitated  by 
God  from  even  wishing  to  Ixj  restored.  Now  these  criticisms. 
and  such  as  these,  may  be  open  to  the  charge  of  straining  the 
predestinarian  principle  to  an  extreme  point,  by  way  of  a  "  ro- 
ductio  ad  horrlbile;"  bat  they  contain  nothing  whatever  of  that 
special  theory  as  to  grace  which  is  the  characteristic  of  Semi- 
Pelagianism.  They  ore  akin  to  certain  '* articles"  of  Gallic 
divines,  "capitula  Gallorum,"  which  Pi*osper,  the  indefatigable 
shield-bearer  of  Augustine,  had  had  to  deal  with,  and  from  which 
it  appears,  as  might  have  been  expected,  that  in  the  ecclesiastical 
schools  of  Southern  Gaul  Predestinarianism  was  regarded  as 
Fatalism  in  a  Christian  dress.  Nine  passages  of  St.  Augustine's 
predestinarian  works  were  also  enumerated  by  two  Genoese  priests, 
Camillus  and  Theotlore,  as  causing  them  difficulties :  and  Prosper 
aays  that  certain  propositions  professedly  extracted  from  Augustine 
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wei-e  circulated  by  his  critics — a  point  of  M-hich  Pascal  takes 
advaatage  in  referenco  to  the  "  Five  Propositions "  ascribed  to 
Jansen  and  condemned  as  his  in  1653  and  1656. 

Almatly  before  the  death  of  Celestine  Prosper,  with  Augus- 
tine's other  zealous  admirer,  the  layman  Hilary,  had  gone  to  Rome 
to  complain  about  the  language  held  in  Gaul  respecting  the 
gi^eat  ^Vfrican  bishop :  and  Celestine  wrote  a  letter  to  the  Gallic 
bishops,  naming  Venerius  of  Marseilles  and  five  others,  aud 
admooiahed  them  not  to  bo  silent  when  priests  spoke  rashly  aud 
conteutiously,  lest  connivance  on  their  part  should  be  imputed  tu 
them  as  sin.  It  was  not  seemly  that  bishops,  the  chief  teaehera, 
should  allow  their  subordinates  to  "  claim  the  first  place  in  teach- 
ing." As  to  the  matter  in  dispute,  "  Augustine,  a  man  of  holy 
memory  on  account  of  his  life  and  his  merits,  has  always  been  in 
our  communion,  nor  baa  a  breath  of  sinister  suspicion  ever  lighted 
upon  him.  We  remember  that  his  knowledge  was  so  great,  that 
even  my  predecessors  held  him  to  be  among  the  best  of  teachers. 
He  was,"  the  Pope  proceeds,  "loved  aud  honoured  by  all.  There- 
fore it  is  your  part  to  resist  these  persons,  whose  number  we  see 
are  unfortunately  increasing.  Let  us  be  certified  that  this  language 
is  as  displeasing  to  you  as  to  us,  by  your  imposing  silence  on  them 
for  the  future." 

A  year  or  two  later,  in  433  or  434,  Prosper  himself  took  up 
the  cause  with  his  treatise  "  Contra  Collatorem,"  that  is,  against 
John  Cassian  of  Marseilles,  the  author  of  the  "  Collationes  "  or 
Conferences — an  account,  as  we  have  seen,  of  conversations  on 
spiritual  questions  with  the  anchorites  of  Scetis.  Prosper  did  not 
name  Cassian ;  but  he  made  no  secret  of  his  intention  or  meaning 
as  to  the  person  whom  he  attacked,  for  he  quoted  passages  from 
the  Collations.  Cassian,  as  he  represents  him,  had  criticized  St. 
Augustine,  and  in  the  thirteenth  Conference  had  plainly  adopted 
certain  statements  of  the  abbot  Chseremon  on  the  subject  of  grace 
and  fitiewill.  Prosper  owns  that  one  statement  is  "  most  Catholic," 
namely,  that  God  is  the  origin  of  all  good  thoughts,  that  He  inspires 
us  with  the  beginnings  of  a  holy  will,  that  goodness  cannot  even 
be  habitually  desired  without  Divine  inspiratioti.  Taken  by  itself, 
this  teaching  would  formally  contradict  Semi-Pelagianism  ;  but 
(Jassian  had  also  intimated  an  opinion  that  sometijiira  men  "  came 
to  grace  without  grace,"  as  Prosper  states  his  meaning — that 
sometimes  the  mere  "  blessing  of  nature,"  the  natural  element  of 
goodness,  was  found  to  originate  those  gootl  desires  which  needed 
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Divine  help  for  tlieir  own  consumraation  ;  in  short,  that  no  uni- 
versal proposition  could  be  laid  down  as  to  this  point.  In  another 
passage  Cassian  bod  represented  God  as  "  meeting  a  man  in  whom 
He  saw  a  will  bending  towards  good,"  and  elsewhere  had  ascribed 
such  inclinations  to  the  "  seeds  of  virtue,  deposited  by  God,  as 
Creator,  in  the  soul " — a  proposition  which  awakened  the  wrath 
of  the  Auguatinian  Prosper,  and  led  him  to  pronounce  the  seem- 
ing \Trtues  of  the  imregenerate  to  be  absolutely  unreal.  The 
Pelagian  assertion,  that  grace  was  given  in  view  of  antecedent 
merits,  was  disclaimed  and  rejected  by  Cassian ;  but  he  considered 
that  there  were  cases  in  which  God  was  not  the  originating  but 
the  assisting  cause  of  sanctification  and  salvation — wliereaa  Catholic 
doctrine,  as  now  established,  taught  that  the  Divine  appeal,  and 
the  movement  of  grace  in  and  upon  the  soul,  setting  aside  the 
iiTesiatibleness  ascribed  by  Augustinianism  to  that  grace,  must 
in  every  case  be  regarded  as  the  fountain  of  conversion  or  of 
obedience :  in  other  words,  that  grace  must  excite  as  well  as 
assist,  must  be  prevenient  as  well  as  subsequent ;  that  the  "  will- 
ing "  as  well  as  the  "  doing "  must  be»  in  a  true  sense,  referrer! 
to  Divine  "  operation/'  Cassian's  opponent  was  hardly  wrong  in 
representing  the  difTerence  between  Pelagianism  and  Semi-Pela- 
gianism  as  being  one  mainly  of  degree,  and  in  admonishing  him 
to  abandon  an  untenable  position.  The  Semi-Pelagian  question 
was  not  settled  until  the  second  Council  of  Orange  under  Cflesarius 
of  Aries,  in  the  year  529,  immortalised  its  name  by  accepting  and 
promulgating  those  admirably  balanced  and  luminous  statements 
on  grace  and  freewill  already  referred  to,  which  may  be  said  to 
have  gained  a  final  authoi'ity  in  Western  Christendom, 

Prosper  himself  pushes  the  doctrine  of  the  Fall  to  extreme 
results,  sometimes  quotes  only  part  of  a  context,  makes  unfair 
inferences,  and  twists  the  natural  import  of  such  passages  as  Kom. 
ii.  14  or  Luke  xiL  57 ;  just  as  in  his  "  Replies  to  the  Articlee  of 
Calumniating  Gauls."  and  in  the  probably  later  "  Replies  to  the 
Articles  of  Vincentian  Objections,"  he  exhibits  a  capacity  for 
evading  points  at  issue  and  for  making  admissions  rather  verbal 
than  real,  which  does  him  small  credit  as  a  controversialist.  It  ia 
observable  that  he  does  not  apply  the  term  "predestination"  in 
any  other  than  a  good  sense ;  in  regard  to  the  non-elect  he  uses  the 
word  "  prescience,"  and  even  makes  non-predestination  depend  on 
the  divine  "  foresight  of  a  man's  departure  from  doctrine."  But 
he  clings  to  the  proposition  that  grace  cannot  be  resisted ;  and  he 
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gives  no  answer  to  the  fundamental  difficulty  that  on  the  Augus- 
tinian  view  the  volition,  so  called,  of  good  Christians  is  absolutely 
determined,  and  therefore  devoid  of  moral  significance,  while  those 
from  whom  the  possil)iliLy  of  a  right  choice  is  withheld  may 
truly  be  said  to  be  fore-doomed  to  sin  and  to  its  results.  For  the 
question,  Wliy  is  A  chosen  for  grace  and  salvation,  and  B  passed 
over  and  left  helpless  ?  he  has  no  other  answer  than  "  Do  not 
knock  at  a  closed  door."  Prosper  was  a  versatile  writer ;  and  his 
"  Caimen  de  Ingratis  "  goes  fully  into  the  controversy  from  his 
own  point  of  view.  Only  liis  devotion  to  Rome  (Leo  I.  made  him 
his  secretary)  can  explain  the  daring  assertion  that  the  see  of 
Peter  was  "  the  first  to  strike  at  the  creeping  peat  of  Pelagianiam ;  '* 
he  then  brings  in  Jerome  and  Atticus,  the  churches  of  Ephesus  and 
Africa,  as  "  decreeing  what  Eome  approves." 

Little  more  of  interest  in  Western  Church  history  can  be 
pointed  out  until  we  reach  an  event  which,  considering  the  historic 
glory  of  the  African  Church,  and  the  interests  of  Catholic  Chris- 
tianity as  against  Arianism,  was  one  of  the  great  tragedies  of  the 
age.     This  was  the  taking  of  Carthage  by  Gaiaeric  in  439. 

As  we  have  already  seen,  the  Vandals  had  entered  Atrica  some- 
what more  than  a  year  before  St.  Augustine's  death.  Gaiseric's 
personal  arrival  was  in  the  May  of  429.  Forthwith  a  fitful  oppres- 
sion of  Catholic  bishops  and  priests  gave  warning  of  the  coming 
Arian  tyranny ;  and  Victor  of  Vita,  who  wrote  sixty  years  after  the 
invasion,  describes  the  tortures  inflicted  by  Vandals  in  quest  of 
church  treasures,  and  in  connexion  with  this  the  murder  of  two 
bishops  by  the  application  of  hot  iron  plates  about  the  time  of 
the  siege  of  Hippo.  But  several  years  passed  by  after  this  first 
onslaught ;  and  in  spite  of  the  progress  of  the  Vandal  arms,  there 
were  difficulties  in  the  invader's  path,  which  secured  for  the 
Catholics  a  period  of  reprieve.  To  these  years  of  anxiety  and 
terror  may  be  assigned  the  sermon  "  On  the  Times  of  the  Bar- 
barians "  in  the  sixth  volume  of  St.  Augustine's  works :  it  is 
certainly  not  his  o>\ti,  but  it  enforces  with  an  earnestness  akin  to 
his  the  duty  of  repentance  under  a  great  national  calamity,  and 
warns  the  hearers  against  "  the  plague  of  Aiianism."  and  against 
the  temptation  to  profess  the  Arian  creed  for  the  sake  of  worldly 
advantage  and  to  accept  an  Arian  re-baptism.  In  435  Gaiseric 
made  a  sort  of  compromise  Avith  the  liomans,  the  terms  of  which 
are  variously  stated,  but  which  left  them  in  possession  of  Mauri- 
tania, Carthage,  and  part  of  the  "  old  Province."    This  "  relaxed," 
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as  Gibbon  says,  "  the  vigilance  of  his  enemies."  In  437  he  stretched 
forth  his  hands  to  vex  the  Church  by  depriving  several  bishops  of 
tlieir  sees  and  banishing  them  from  their  cities :  among  these  con- 
fessors was  Possidius  of  Calama  in  Numidia,  who  had  stood  by  the 
death-bed  of  St.  Augustine,  find  in  his  life  of  the  Saint  of  Hippo 
has  recorded  the  earlier  horrors  of  the  Vandal  invasion.  Gaiseric's 
intolerance  of  Catholicism  extended  even  to  bis  own  household ; 
for  when  four  Spaniards,  Arcadins  and  three  others,  whose  faithful 
and  intelligent  services  he  Lad  highly  appreeiuted,  refused  to  adopt 
Arianism  at  his  bidding,  he  tried  to  break  their  constancy  by 
exile  and  torture,  anil,  when  these  failed,  [»ut  tbem  t<)  death ;  while 
a  lad  named  Faulillus,  the  brother  of  two  of  the  martyrs,  who  had 
been  a  favourite  with  Gaiseric,  ^vithstood  threats  and  repeated 
beatings,  and  was  at  last  sentenced,  not  to  death — perhaps  through 
a  touch  of  compunction — but  to  "  the  lowest  form  of  servitude." 
The  story  that  Gaiseric  had  been  at  first  a  t'atholic,  and  that  his 
liatred  of  Catholicism  was  the  rancour  of  a  seceder  to  Arianism, 
is  not  needed  to  account  for  his  cruelty,  and  may  be  set  aside  as  a 
Catholic  imagination. 

It  was  two  yeai"s  after  these  events,  when  the  Western  empire 
might  still  seem  secui*e  against  any  breach  of  treaty  on  the  part 
of  Gaiseric,  and  when  its  chief  general  Aetius  was  occupied  with 
(iallic  affairs,  that  the  Vandal  conqueror,  whoso  characteristic  vice 
was  "  delibei-ate  and  malicious  ti^eacheiy,"  stnick  the  blow  which 
he  had  long  meditated,  and  surprised  the  "head  of  Afirica,"  the 
city  which,  as  Ausonius  expressed  it,  woidd  hardly  yield  precedence 
to  Constantinople,  "the  Rome  of  the  African  world."  Carthage 
was  taken  on  the  19th  of  October,  439.  One  can  imagine  the  grief 
and  humiliation  with  which  the  Roman  officials,  and  all  the 
citizens  who  prized  the  city's  dignity  as  a  great  seat  of  Roman 
government,  a  great  centre  of  Roman  civilisation — who  were  proud 
of  "  the  proconsular  dignity,"  of  the  "  senate-house  "  on  the  citadel- 
hill,  of  "  the  schools  of  liberal  education/'  the  "  workshops,"  as 
Salvian  calls  them, "  of  philosophers,"  in  which  Augustine  had  been 
a  student  and  a  professor — would  witness  the  triumphal  entry  of  a 
htirbaiian  who  had  already  inflicted  such  misery  on  the  province, 
such  abasement  on  the  imperial  name.  But  a  fjEtr  deeper  and  more 
heart-searching  distrtiss  would  be  the  portion  of  the  Caithaginian 
Catholics,  to  whom  Carthago  was  the  city  of  St.  C^-priau,  the 
meeting-place  of  twenty  coimcils,  the  home  of  a  Church  which 
held  on   unquestioned  primacy  throughout  the  six  provinces  of 
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the  Afiicatx  ''  diocese/'  aud  whose  authority  in  matters  of  religious 
observance  was  regarded  iis  a  law  to  all  it-s  sisters,  so  that  they 
would  "  ueiLliLT  alter  wlmt  it  held,  nor  retain  what  it  had  cor- 
rected." Mournful  recollections  of  Aurelius  and  of  Capreolus 
would  rise  to  many  a  Cburchinan's  mind,  and  most  of  all  to  that 
of  Quodvultdeus,  who  now  occupied  their  seat,  and  who  had 
reason  enough  to  meditate  on  the  significance  of  liis  own  name. 
Churches  of  stately  form  and  venerable  dignity  would  now  pass 
into  the  hands  of  Arian  priest-s :  the  Nicene  faith  would  be  baoishetl 
from  the  great  cathedi-al — called  "  restituta  "  because  it  had  been 
recovered  from  the  Donatists,  where  St.  Perpetua  and  St.  Felicitas 
were  buried,  and  where  St.  Augustine's  voice  had  often  been  heard 
— from  the  basilica  of  the  chief  apostle,  the  basilica  "  Novarum  " 
(or  "  I^ovorum "),  the  churches  that  bore  the  name  of  Gratian,  of 
Theodosius,  of  Honorius,  of  Celeiina,  the  church  of  the  famouK 
Scillitan  martyi's,  and,  sorest  thought  of  all,  from  the  church  which 
contained  *'  the  Table  of  Cyprian/'  the  altar  erected  on  the  site  of 
his  martyrdom  neai-  the  seashore,  and  from  the  other  which  market! 
his  grave  in  the  inland  suburb  of  Mappalia  or  '*  the  Huts." 

Catholics  would  deplore  the  profanation  of  these  much-loved 
sanctuaries,  the  hopeless  break-up  of  so  many  sacred  traditions 
and  associations;  but  they  would  probably  acknowledge  that 
Carthage,  even  after  these  many  years  of  Christian  ascendancy, 
had  desei-vedj  and  received,  the  stroke  of  divine  judgment.  As  for 
religion,  there  had  doubtless  been  much  popular  zeal  in  the  over- 
throw of  idols :  the  old  wo^^^hip  of  the  goddess  Coelestis,  "  the 
Queen  of  heaven/'  the  Punic  Ashtaroth,  with  its  infamous  im- 
moralities, had  been  suppressed  in  her  vast  and  splendid  temple 
under  the  episcopate  of  Aurelius;  and  Augustine  had  been  able  to 
exclaim,  "  What  a  dominion  Cceleatis  had  at  Carthage. — and  where 
is  it  now  ?  "  And  yet,  as  Salvian  assures  us  in  his  book  on  "  the 
Government  of  God,"  the  hideous  fascination  of  her  rites  had  still 
such  a  hold  on  professing  ChrLstians,  that  many  of  them  would  do 
homage  to  her  before  or  after  joining  in  Christian  woi-ship.  More- 
over, there  was  still,  it  seems,  an  irrepressible  dislike  of  any 
marked  exi)ression  of  Christian  devotedness — a  dislike  which  im- 
pelled many  of  tlie  Carthaginian  populace,  not  so  much  from  un- 
belief as  from  a  passionate  fondness  for  ease  and  pleasure,  to  hoot 
and  curse  any  monk  who  showed  himself  in  the  streets :  the  cloak, 
the  pale  face,  the  close-cut  hair,  were  provocative  of  the  coarsest 
insults.     Indeed  as  to  morals,  what,  it  might  be  asked,  had  the 
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sacred  leaven  done  for  the  piirificatioii  of  Carthaginiuu  society? 
Some  seventy  years  before,  the  young  Augustine  had  found  Car- 
thage a  "  funiaee  of  sensuality  : "  and  even  now,  gross  passion  and 
hard-hearteduess  went,  as  often,  hand  in  bond  ;  the  most  shameless 
drunkenness,  the  most  abandoned  licentiousness,  were  intimately 
associated  with  such  oppression  of  the  poor,  of  the  widow,  of  the 
orphan,  as  sometimes  drove  the  sufterei's,  in  their  agony,  to  pray 
for  the  coming  of  the  barbarians.  We  must  allow  for  some 
over-colouring  in  the  dismal  picture  which  we  owe  to  Salvian's 
indignant  zeal.  He  s^ieaks  in  the  tone  of  a  preacher,  of  an  inter- 
preter of  divine  judgments  to  the  Roman  provincials :  he  has  a 
moral  to  drive  homo,  and  a  liking  for  strong  colours  and  sharp 
contrasts.  "You,"  he  says  in  effect,  "Catholic  Christians,  and 
Romans  as  you  consider  yourselves,  have  brought  down  this  heavy 
judgment  on  your  own  heads.  Your  vices  ore  far  worse,  more 
complex,  more  inexcusable,  than  the  faults  which  characterize  this 
and  that  race  among  your  invaders.  They  do  not  present  such  a 
scandalous  combination  of  profligacy,  sinful  frivolity,  tyrannous 
injustice,  fraudulent  self-set^king,  as  disgraces,  in  city  after  city^ 
u  refined  and  luxurious  *Eoman*  population."  The  balance  is 
doubtless  somewhat  inclined  by  a  wish  to  startle  the  reader  into 
repentance.  "  These  barbaiians,  whom  you  dread  and  loathe,  are 
more  righteous  than  you."  While  he  calls  the  Vandals  the  least 
brave,  "unless  he  is  mistaken,"  of  all  the  barbarians,  he  mentions 
their  devout  recognition  of  Providence,  and  honours  their  clean- 
ness of  living  as  a  standing  rebuke  to  African  licentiousness.  And 
<>n  Che  whole  we  must  accept  his  picture  of  the  state  of  Carthage 
when  it  opened,  perforce,  its  gates  to  Gaiseric. 

It  is  easy  to  imagine  the  mingled  aversion  and  dread  with  which 
the  inhabitants  of  the  great  city  would  look  at  the  lame  under- 
sized man,  with  hanl  relentless  aspect,  who  now  had  them  and  all 
that  was  theirs  at  his  mercy.  Ue  seized  upon  all  the  "ancient 
wealth  "  of  the  city ;  he  dealt  severely  with  its  richer  citizens,  most 
severely  of  all  with  its  nobles  and  its  clei^gy,  secularising,  as  we 
should  say,  several  of  its  churches,  and  assigning  others  to  his  Aiian 
ecclesiastics.  Yet  it  appears  that  a  few  were  either  spared  to  the 
Catholics,  or  after^'ards  restored  to  them ;  for  in  455  bishop  Deo- 
gratias  bad  two  large  basilicas  at  his  disposal,  which  he  turned 
into  infirmaries  for  captives  from  Eome.  At  this  earlier  period 
Quodvultdeus  and  a  large  number  of  the  clergy  of  Carthage  were 
stripped  of  their  property,  and  put  on  board  vessels  which  Victor 


4 


XLil.]    Wesiem  and  Eastern  Affairs  to  A.D.  445.    407 

describes  as  "broken,"  which,  however — it  waa  thought,  by  a  mira- 
culous mercy — brought  them  safe  to  Naples.  How  often  must  the 
good  biahop  have  sustained  bis  own  and  his  comptmions*  faith  by 
repeating  his  own  name  I  Other  prelates  were  Ukewiae  driven 
from  their  homes,  and  compelled  to  choose  between  exile  and 
slavery.  Some  who  ventured  to  entreat  the  conqueror's  j^rmission 
to  remain  "  for  the  consolation  of  the  people  of  God,"  only  roused 
iiis  native  ferocity.  "  I  have  resolved  to  let  none  of  your  name  and 
race  stay  here,  and  yet  you  dare  make  such  a  request !  "  He  was 
only  restrained  by  his  attendants'  parnest  interventiun  from  causing 
the  petitioners  to  be  instantly  thrown  into  the  sea.  It  would  seem, 
however,  that  the  systematic  expulsion  of  all  the  Catholic  prelates 
of  the  proconsular  territory  waa  not  carried  out  for  about  ten  or 
twelve  years ;  and  very  probably  this  policy  was  more  gradually 
cairied  out  than  might  be  infeired  from  the  rapid  sketch  of  Victor. 
Jealous  animosity  was  on  the  watch  for  occasions,  and  found  them 
sometimes,  where  overt  persecution  waa  not  yet  begun  (that  is, 
among  the  districts  which  were  made  tributary,  but  not  given  over 
by  way  of  "allutments"  to  the  Vandals),  in  casual  allusions  to 
Pharaoh  or  Nebuchadnezzar,  which,  as  Dr,  Hodgkin  remarks,  were 
probably  "  rather  more  frequent  than  were  absolutely  needful  to 
explain  the  lessons  for  the  day/'  Many  senators  of  Carthage  were 
expelled,  after  being  compelled  to  surrender  all  their  property ; 
but  though  lesser  forma  of  persecution  were  freely  employed,  there 
seem  to  have  been  but  few  cases  of  actual  martyrdom  imder  royal 
mandate. 

It  is  interesting  to  fmd  that  the  little  city  of  Cyrrhos,  with 
its  scanty  population,  gave  shelter  and  relief  to  more  than  one 
exile,  Theodoret,  in  several  letters,  describes  the  sufferings  of  the 
wealthy  and  illustrious  Celestiacus,  compelled  to  wander  in  exile 
and  beg  his  bread — a  change  of  fortune  which  turned  his  mind  to 
religion,  and  endowed  him  with  "  the  riches  of  faith :  "  his  sufFer- 
ings  deeply  impressed  the  bishop's  heart,  as  representing  in  a  vivid 
form  that  general  tragedy  of  Carthage  which,  a.H  he  says,  required 
an  iEschylus  or  Sophocles  to  describe  its  horrors  and  its  pathos. 
A  young  Carthaginian  lady  named  Mary  was  sold  as  a  slave  by 
the  Vandals,  together  ^vith  a  girl  who  had  been  her  servant  and 
was  now  her  compauion  in  bondage ;  they  airived  at  Cjrrrhos,  where 
Mary  was  affectionately  cared  for  by  her  former  attendant,  ransomed 
by  the  odicei-s  of  the  ganison,  placed  among  the  deaconesses,  and 
tiually  sent  back  to  rejoin  her  father,  who  had  "  escaped  from  the 
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rain  of  Carthage  "  and  held  a  magistracy  in  the  West.  Theodoret 
wrote  to  a  Cilician  bishop,  entreatiug  him  to  put  her  in  the  way 
of  making  the  voyage  with  safety  and  comfort ;  the  letter,  which 
evidently  interested  Gibbon,  exhibits  at  once  the  domestic  sufferings 
consequent  on  the  fall  of  Cai'thage,  and  the  kindly  nature  of  the 
great  commentator  and  controversialist.  East  and  West  seem 
brought  together  in  these  letters  of  Theodoret  about  the  African 
revolution;  and  one  comes  to  see  and  learn  more  of  him  in  the 
sentences  which  strive  to  express  his  sjmipathy  for  its  victims,  and 
in  his  recognition  of  the  mysterious  providence  which  had  "  brought 
others  to  his  doors  "  and  bidden  him  "show  kindness"  to  sufferers 
"  whose  hard  lot  was  a  lesson  to  himself,"  than  in  the  ix)leinics  and 
Church  contests  which  have  been  unfortunately  associated  with  his 
name. 

The  year  of  the  taking  of  Carthage  is  the  year  at  which  we  take 
leave  of  the  Church  historian  who,  in  his  seventh  book,  has  given 
a  short  account  of  the  Nestorian  controversy  and  of  the  episcopal 
appointments  to  Constantinople,  while  at  the  same  time  his  obvious 
kindliness  towards  the  Novatian  sect  may  have  led  him  to  dwell 
disproportionately  on  its  internal  aflfairs  during  the  same  period. 
Socrates  brings  down  his  history  through  '*  a  length  of  140  years/* 
OS  he  says,  but  more  properly  of  133  years,  from  the  proclamation 
of  Constantine  as  Emperor  in  the  July  of  306.  The  work  had  been 
a  labour  of  love  to  the  sometime  "  advocate  "  or  "  scholasticus,"  as 
he  is  snmamed,  who  might  now  be  about  fifty  years  old.  His  life 
had  been  spent  in  Constantinople.  As  a  boy,  he  had  leai-ned 
"  grammar  *'  firom  two  pagan  lecturers,  who  had  fled  from 
Alexandria  at  the  time  of  the  destruction  of  the  Serapeum ;  and  he 
liad  evidently  studied  acciu-acy  in  historical  or  chronological  stat>&- 
ments,  although  he  did  not  escape  some  mistakes  as  to  time  (e^y. 
the  date  of  the  Sardican  Council),  and  some  confusion  as  to 
persons  and  occurrences  (5.(7.  as  to  the  sufferings  of  Paul  of  Con- 
stantinople, the  lapse  of  Liberius,  and  the  appeal  of  Cyril  of 
Jerusalem  from  the  provincial  synod  which  had  condemned  him) ; 
and  he  could  be  attracted  by  a  sensational  story,  as  in  regard  to 
the  execution  of  Procopius  or  the  "  bigiimy  "  of  Valentinian  I.  He 
thinks  for  himself,  and  judges  without  respect  of  persons — although 
not  always  without  some  prejudice,  as  in  the  case  of  Chiysostom. 
He  is  not  at  all  diffident  in  expressing  his  opinion  either  on  the 
literary  faults  of  authors  whom  he  has  read,  or  on  such  a  question 
OS  the  extent  of  Nestorius's  personal  heresy.     He  speaks  his  mind 
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with  a  laymau's  freedom,  and  at  great  lengtli,  on  the  delicate  subject 
— aa  it  must  have  appeared — of  the  intrinsic  indiiTerence  of  merely 
ceremonial  observances.  His  honesty  and  diligence  are  best  indi- 
cated by  the  fact  that  after  the  first  edition  of  his  "  History  "  had 
come  out,  he  got  access  to  the  hiatorical  writings  of  Athanasius  (we 
may  wonder  that  he  did  not  fall  in  with  them  before),  and  after  study- 
ing them  and  several  letters  of  the  great  Saint's  contemporaries,  he 
re-wrote  his  first  and  second  books,  for  which  he  had  relied  on  the 
Latin  History  of  Rulinus.  But  ho  did  not  oven  then  correct  all 
the  errors  into  which  he  had  fallen,  such  as  his  confused  account  of 
the  Sirmian  creeds^  his  clumsy  duplication  of  Athanasius's  journey 
to  Rome,  his  misreading  of  Julius's  letter  to  the  Easterns,  his  ante- 
dating of  Syrianus's  attack  on  Athanasius  by  sixteen  years,  and  las 
strange  supposition  that  the  Alexandrian  Council  of  362  forbade  the 
use  of**  ousia  "  and  "  bj'postasis  "  How  far  be  was  connected  with 
the  Novatians  is  an  old  question,  which  "must  be  regarded  as  un- 
determined ;  "  but,  at  any  rate,  it  must  be  admitted  that  he  had  a 
liking  for  them,  was  favom'ably  ^lisposed,  at  least,  to  their  severe  prin- 
ciples of  discipline,  admired  the  xmworldly  tone  represented  by  their 
conspicuous  bishops,  and  took  a  particular  pleasure  in  recording 
events  which  would  be  interesting  to  their  community. 

When  Socrates  lEud  down  hia  pen,  there  was  an  event  fresh  in 
his  memory,  and  fresh  on  the  pages  of  his  seventh  book,  which  was 
of  wider  than  sectarian  or  local  interest.  Proclus,  w-ho  was,  on  the 
whole,  in  his  eyes  almost  a  pattern  bishop,  "  a  good  man  in  dis- 
position^  if  ever  there  was  one,  suipassing  in  gentleness  all  who 
truly  deserve  the  name  of  priests,"  hod  succeeded  in  terminating 
the  schism  which  had  been  provoked  by  the  cruel  wrongs  of  that 
glorious  Confessor  for  righteousness  towards  whom,  undoubtedly, 
Socrates  exhibits  a  coldness  which  one  could  hardly  have  expected. 
The  remnant  of  "  Joannites  *'  had  refused  to  communicate  with  any 
of  the  successors  of  St,  Chrysostom,  although  his  memory  had  been 
solemnly  vindicated  by  the  recitation  of  liis  name  in  the  diptychs 
— a  concession  made,  as  we  have  seen,  by  Atticus  out  of  policy.  It 
was  perhaps  at  his  festi\'al  (then  kept  on  September  26)  in  437,  that 
Froclufl  delivered  a  sermon,  of  which  a  fragment  remains,  an  ardent 
panegyric  on  the  Saint  "whose  life  had  been  full  of  anxiety,  but 
his  death  glorious,  his  grave  in  Pontus  blessed,  his  reward  abimdant." 
Here,  it  is  supposed,  the  people  intenupted  the  archbishop's  dis- 
course, by  demanding  that  the  body  of  "  John  "  might  lie  brought 
back  to  his  own  city ;  whereupon  Proclus  obtained  an  order  from 
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Theodoaius,  who  had  been  Chjysostom's  godson,  to  that  effect. 
Accordingly,  thirty-three  years  and  some  mouths  after  Cbryaoatom*s 
final  expulsion,  and  a  little  more  than  thirty  years  after  his  death, 
that  grave  at  the  wayside  sanctuary  of  the  martyr  Basiliscus,  in 
the  neighbourhood  of  Comana,  was  opened  by  Imperial  agents, 
charged  to  convey  the  sacred  remains  to  Constantinople.  Justice 
was,  at  last,  to  be  fully  done  to  a  name  aud  a  life  wkich  bad  been 
insulted  and  embittered  by  the  malignity  of  coarse  and  worldly 
natures ;  to  a  memory  which  had  for  yeai-s  lain  under  a  stigma 
which,  as  we  know  too  well,  had  exercised  an  unhappy  inHuence 
even  over  such  a  man  as  Cynl — which  bad  indeed  been  rehabilitated 
at  Alexandria  itself,  but  whicli  was  now  to  be  exalted^  in  the  face 
of  East  and  West,  to  the  glory  of  something  like  a  maityr^s  crown. 
Chrysostom  had  been,  in  a  literal  sense,  hunted  to  death  by  '*  the 
world;"  and  the  world,  at  length,  was  to  make  what  reparation 
was  now  possible.  And  thus  it  was  that,  ou  the  evening  of 
Thursday,  January  27,  438,  the  whole  population  of  Constantinople 
poured  forth  to  meet  the  vessel  which  bore  the  coffin  of  their 
persecuted  bishop.  The  mouth  of  the  Bosphorua,  opening  on  the 
Propontis — so  writes  Theodoret — blazed  with  torches,  as  on  the  day 
of  Chrysostom's  recall  after  hia  first  expulsion.  Boats  crowded 
near  the  funeral  vessel,  and  thousands  of  eyes  gazed  with  eager 
reverence  when  its  freight  was  brought  ashore  at  the  "  Harbour  of 
Julian,"  where  the  groimd  sloped  downward  from  the  Hippodrome. 
I'roclus,  we  may  be  sure,  was  there  to  receive  it  with  all  the 
solemn  pomp  which  the  Great  Church  could  muster  on  such  au 
occasion ;  and  the  tender-hearted  Emperor,  laying  his  face  upon 
the  cofiRn,  entreated  pardon  for  bis  parents'  offences  against  the 
Saint.  A  magnificent  procession  escorted  the  body  through  the 
Constantiman  and  Theodosian  forums  to  the  Church  of  the  Apostles, 
where  it  was  finally  to  rest  among  emperors  and  bishops,  and 
where,  on  some  later  occasion,  Theodoret  preached  a  florid  sermon 
on  Chrysostom's  trials,  and  affirmed  that  *'  his  glorious  death  was 
just  what  his  glorious  life  needed  for  its  completion."  This  tardy 
but  signal  acknowledgment  of  their  hero's  claims  on  the  reverence 
of  Constantinople  conciliated  the  rigid  little  sect  of  Joannites,  who 
had  forgotten  hitherto  that  he  would  not  have  approved  of  their 
tenacious  nonconformity ;  and  the  Church  of  Chrysostom's  city 
was  at  last  recognised  by  them  as  legitimate  and  orthodox. 

Another  procedure  of  Proclua  was  the  last  event  narrated  by 
Socrates ;  Firmus,  the  primate  of  Ctesarea  in  Cappadocia,  having 
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died,  a  deputation  of  his  people  came  to  ConstantLnople  in  thd 
year  439  *'  to  seek  a  bishap,"  ix.  to  consult  Proclus  as  to  the 
fittest  man  for  the  see.  He  took  the  matter  into  consideration.  It 
happened  that  [a  Saturday  service,  in  which  he  was  to  officiate, 
brought  the  members  of  the  senate  to  the  cathedral  in  order  to 
visit  him.  One  of  them,  Tbalasstua,  had  held  the  goverumeat  of 
Eastern  lUjmcum :  it  was  reported  that  he  was  to  bo  transferred 
to  the  Oriental  civil ''  diocese ; "  but  l^oclus  impulsively  fixed  on 
liim  for  the  great  bishopric  then  vacant,  and  at  once  performed 
the  consecration,  a  choice  as  sudden  as  that  of  Nestorius,  German, 
or  Ambrose — a  "wonderful  affair,"  as  Socrates  says,  "  and  wholly 
without  pi*ecedent,"  for  Proclus  did  not  await  the  impenal 
sanction.  It  is  hard  to  say  whether  the  venture  w!is  justified  by 
results. 

And  what  was  now  the  situation  of  the  unhappy  heresiarch 
whose  seat  Proclus  occupied  ?  When  Socrates  wTote^  he  was 
"still  living  in  the  Oasis,"  But  ere  long,  the  tewn  which  he 
perforce  inhabited  was  pillaged  by  the  Blemmyans,  a  barbarous 
tribe.  Nestorius  was  captured,  but  soon  released,  and,  on  being 
set  free,  wrote  to  the  governor  of  the  Thebaid  to  defend  himself 
against  the  imputation  of  escaping  from  penal  detention  and  to 
ask  that  his  case  might  be  laid  before  the  Emperor.  The  governor, 
by  way  of  reply,  sent  soldiers  to  convey  him  to  Elephantine,  on 
the  frontier  of  Egypt  and  Ethiopia,  Before  he  arrived  there,  a 
verbal  order  brought  him  back  to  Panopolis,  whither  he  had  retired 
after  he  had  got  out  of  the  barbarians'  keeping.  He  was  brutally 
treated,  humed  along  in  spite  of  his  age  and  weakness  and  of  a 
fall  whereby  he  had  hurt  his  hand  and  side.  It  was  the  same  sort 
of  treatment  which  had  been  employed  in  order  to  get  rid  of 
Chrysostom.  A  third,  a  fourth  change  of  his  exile  took  place:  he 
naturally  wrote  to  remonstrate  ^vith  the  governor;  but  his  sufifer- 
ings,  recorded  by  the  Catholic  historian  Evagrius  >vith  a  com- 
]>Iacency  which  is  sickening  and  horrible,  apjx^ar  to  have  soon 
afterwards  been  closed  by  death.  It  was  not  long  siuce  Theodoret 
had  protested  that  he  would  never  disown  his  "  friend  aiid  father  " 
Nestorius ;  yet  he  lived  not  only  to  anathematize  his  name  in  the 
Fourth  Council,  but  to  affirm  that  in  his  exile  he  endured  the 
prelude  of  the  future  punishment  of  "the  impious."  We  may 
wonder  that  such  a  man  aa  Theodoret  could  have  thus  brought 
himself  to  anticipate  the  divine  award  on  the  case  of  a  man  whom 
he  had  for  years  reverenced  and  regarded  as  a  victim  of  civil  and 
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ecclesiastical  tyranny ;  we  cannot  wonder  that  the  barbarity  of  tho 
provincial  government,  whether  sanctioned  or  not  by  TheodosiuB, 
should  have  intensified  the  loyalty  of  the  Nestorians,  through  long 
ages,  to  the  memory  of  their  doctor  and  their  martyr. 

Tlie  sole  remaining  champion  of  another  great  heresy,  which 
had  exercised  some  influence  on  the  mind  of  Nestorius,  or  at  least 
had  aoine  affinities  with  Nestorianism,  endeavoured,  we  are  told,  in 
439  to  regain  his  position  in  Italy.  Julian  of  Eclanum,  "  that 
most  arrogant  assertor  of  PeLogian  error."  as  Prosper  calls  him,  is 
accused  hy  Prosper  of  having  sought  the  communion  of  the  Roman 
Chiu'ch  under  false  pretences,  as  if  he  were  ready  to  disown  the 
errors  condemned  hy  former  popes  on  the  question  of  Grace  and 
Original  Sin.  "But,"  says  Prosper,  "Sixtus,  on  the  exhortation 
of  the  deacon  Leo,  vigilantly  resisted  his  intrigue,  and  closed  the 
door  against  his  pestilent  attempts."  Leo  had  already  enlisted 
Cassian's  pen  iu  the  service  of  the  true  faith  against  Nestorianism ; 
and  although  the  conjecture  that  he  himself  wrote  certain  articles 
or  propositions  on  divine  grace,  wliich  have  been  wi-ougly  appended 
to  a  Icttur  of  Celesline's,  may  be  nothing  more  than  a  plausible 
guess,  his  later  ^\Titings  show  how  strongly  he  was  imbued  with 
the  doctrine  of  the  reality  and  necessity  of  grace — in  short,  how 
hostile  he  was  to  Pelagiauism. 

It  was  in  the  autumn  of  440  that  Leo  was  called  upon  to 
undertake  the  highest  fimction  in  his  native  church.  Pope  Sixtus 
died  on  August  18th  of  tliat  year,  after  an  episcopate  which  was 
distinguished  by  little  else  than  the  rebuilding  of  the  Liberian 
basilica.  This  chiu-ch,  dedicated  by  Sixtus,  with  the  recent  contro- 
versy in  mind,  to  the  '*  Mother  of  God,"  still  exists  as  "  Santa  Maria 
Maggiore,"  and,  though  damaged  by  modem  enrichment,  retains  the 
mosaics  placed  thei-e  by  him.  After  his  death,  says  Prosper,  '*  for 
forty  days  the  Church  of  liome  was  A^ithout  a  prelate,  awaiting,  in 
wonderful  peace  and  patience,  the  arrival  of  the  deacon  Leo,  who 
was  then  in  Gaul,  occupied  in  the  task  of  reconciling  Aetius  and 
Albinua."  Aetius  was  the  great  mainstay  of  the  Western  empire — 
one  of  "  the  last  of  the  Eomans,"  in  Gibbon's  phrase,  although  he 
is  said  to  have  stained  his  name  by  a  plot  for  the  ruin  of  Ids  rival 
Boniface;  Albinus  was  a  general  of  inferior  reputation.  It  was 
significant  as  to  Leo's  abilities  that  he  should  lie  employed  in  ao 
dedicate  a  negotiation,  so  closely  connected  with  the  welfare  of  the 
empire.  He  was  summoned  from  Gaul  to  liome  by  a  public 
deputation,  for  the  universal  voice  of  clergy  and  laity  chose  him  for 
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the  first  bishopric  in  Christendom,  to  which  he  was  elevated  on 
ihe  23th  of  September,  440. 

Thus  began  the  greatest  episcopate  which  the  Itoman  Church 
had  aa  yet  seen,  and  only  three  later  ptjpes,  the  fu-st  and  seventh 
Gregory  and  the  third  Innocent,  can  in  that  respect  match  with 
Leo  L  Hia  inaugural  sermon,  or  a  portion  of  it,  is  extant,  as  the 
first  of  his  sermons :  in  it  he  exhibits  none  of  that  shrinking  from 
a  burdensome  office  which  was  natural  to  some  other  great  saints 
of  the  ancient  Church ;  on  the  coatitury,  he  approached  as  near  as 
is  possible  for  a  Christian  to  the  Aristciteliau  *'  high-spirited  man, 
who  thinks  himself  worthy  of  great  things,  and  in  tnith  is  worthy 
of  them."  A  disposition  such  as  this  is  not  particularly  "  sympa- 
thetic ; "  jet,  as  Canon  Gore  has  said  in  his  memoir  of  Leo,  **  even 
if  we  cannot  love,  we  must  admire  kim :  "  nor  can  we  charge  him 
with  undue  self-reliance  when,  as  if  conscious  that  God  has  given 
Idm  aptitudes  for  the  work  and  energy  to  carry  it  thrt>ugh,  he 
expresses  his  thanks  for  the  confidence  and  affection  of  his  fellow- 
Churchmeu,  and  asks  their  praycra  that  he  may  continue  to  merit 
both — may  be  zealous  in  Ids  duty  towards  God  and  towards  his 
people.  Some  later  sermons  of  his,  preached  on  the  anniversaries 
of  hifl  consecration,  tlirow  further  light  on  the  spirit  in  which  he 
undertook  his  charge.  He  was  conscious,  he  sa3's,  of  want  of 
merit,  but  equally  assured  of  divine  support,  and  able  to  rejoice 
whenever  he  thought  of  his  own  appointment  as  a  warrant  and 
evidence  of  heavenly  benignity.  Christ,  he  felt  sure,  would  be  with 
him;  and  he  dwelt  much  on  the  conviction  that  St.  Peter  had 
"  not  relinquished  the  government  of  the  Church,"  that  hia  power 
and  authority  were  still  living  on  in  his  see,  that  his  patronage 
was  ever  extended  to  his  successors  and  theii'  (locks.  On  tlds 
"Petrine"  doctriuo,  which  implied  that  Peter  was  supreme  ruler 
of  the  first  Chiiatians,  including  the  apostles,  Leo  laid  great  stress ; 
in  fact,  he  may  be  said  to  have  formed  and  developed  a  far  more 
distinct  and  pronounced  theory  on  the  "prerogatives  of  Peter'* 
than  had  previously  expressed  itself  in  the  Church  at  large— even 
at  Rome  it  had  so  far  only  found  utterance  in  forms  less  emphatic 
and  detailed.  For  instance,  Leo  adniita  that  the  powers  promised 
in  Matt.  xvi.  19  to  Peter  did  "pass  on  to  the  other  apostles,"  yet 
he  asserts — without  an  iota  of  Scriptural  warrant — that  they  did  so 
pass  on  "  through  "  Peter,  and  not  otherwise.  On  another  occasion 
he  says  that  although  there  are  "  many  priests  *'  (meaning  bishops) 
"  and  pastors,  yet  Peter  in  a  peculiar  sense  rules  them  all ;  '*  and 
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the  practical  drift  of  these  very  bold  assertions  appears  in  his  habit 
of  regarding  Iiimself  as  the  appointed  agent  of  this  universal  power. 
To  this  opinion  we  shall  find  him  repeatedly  giving  very  distinct 
utterance.  Yet  he  combined  with  this  strong  hierarchical  and,  as 
we  may  call  it,  papal  tone  of  mind  and  teaching  a  very  earnest 
and  explicit  recognition  of  the  spiritual  dignity,  the  "  royal  priest- 
hood," of  all  members  of  the  Church :  lie  reminded  his  people  that, 
as  baptized  Christians,  they  and  he  alike  hod  an  equal  share  of 
that  royalty  and  that  priesthood ;  the  consecrating  unction  had  been 
shed  with  special  fulness  on  the  upper  portions  of  the  Church's 
body,  but  had  also  descended  in  no  sparing  measure  to  the  feet. 
Leo  may  not  have  been  the  first  Eoman  bishop  who  delivered 
regular  sermons  to  his  people :  Tillemont  dismisses,  as  a  paradox. 
Sozomen's  statement  that  no  sermons  were  preached  in  Bomau 
churches ;  but,  at  any  rate,  he  was  the  first  of  his  line  who  could 
be  called  a  great  or  constant  preacher,  as  he  was  all  but  the  first — 
DionyaiiL*?  in  the  third  century  constituting  an  exceptional  case — 
who  could  be  called  in  any  true  sense  a  theologian.  One  thing 
must  always  be  observed  as  to  Leo's  sermons,  and  Dean  Milman 
has  done  it  ample  justice — the  intense  Christianity  of  their  tone. 
The  Person  of  Christ,  the  fact«  of  His  life,  His  redemptive  work, — 
these  are  the  themes  on  which  Leo  loved  best  to  dwell ;  nor  can  it 
be  out  of  place,  when  he  first  comes  before  us  as  a  bishop,  to 
bear  in  mind  this  feature  of  his  teaching,  which  illustrates  the 
port  afterwards  taken  by  him  in  the  next  great  contxoversy — 
the  controversy  against  Eutychianisra  in  defence  of  the  distinct 
reality  of  a  human  nature  in  the  Incarnate  Person  of  our  Lord. 

We  may  perhaps  associate  generally  with  the  time  of  Leo's 
accession  an  event  which  has  been  usually  connected  with  the  laat 
year  of  Celestine's  episcopate,  the  mission  of  St.  Patrick  to  Ireland. 
For  even  if  Patrick's  achievements  have  been  multiplied  by  the 
wildness  of  Irish  fancy,  it  is  surely  an  excess  of  scepticism  which 
denies  his  historical  existence.  The  silence  of  Prosper  is  intelli- 
gible if  he  was  a  non-Roman  missionary.  Bede's  silence  in  his 
Histor)'  (tlie  Martyrological  notice  is  unreliable)  is  more  of  a 
difficulty ;  but  it  can  hardly  outweigh  what  Professor  Stokes 
describes  as  "  the  tradition  of  a  whole  nation,  embodied  in  docu- 
ments some  as  old  as  the  seventh  century,"  one  of  which,  the  letter 
of  the  learned  Cummian  to  abbot  Seghine,  which  calls  Patrick 
"  papa  naster,"  is  dated  some  forty  years  before  Bede's  own  birth  ; 
while  the  hymn  of  Sechnal,  if  accepted,  is  actually  contemporary 
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■evidence,  and  Adamnan,  who  died  in  703,  speaks  of  "  holy  Pabick 
the  bishop  "  in  the  preface  to  his  Life  of  St.  Colamba.  It  used  to 
be  said  that  Celestine  sent  him  to  Ireland  very  shortly  after  he 
had  sent  Palladius,  and,  in  fact,  immediately  after  the  close  of 
Palladius's  brief  ministry  among  tlie  Christian  "  Scots  "  or  Irish, 
Bnt  there  is  no  evidence,  in  the  most  tnistworthy  records,  of  any 
Roman  mission  of  Patrick  ;  there  is  considerable  probability  that 
several  statements,  confidently  made  about  his  education  and  the 
circumstances  of  his  arrival,  have  been  erroneously  transferred  to 
him  from  Palladius ;  and  it  seems  hopeless  to  assign  exact  dates 
to  the  events  of  his  life,  although  it  probably  began  about  the  close 
of  the  fourth  century,  and  the  commencement  of  hia  missionary 
episcopate  would  probably  not  be  much  earlier  than  the  middle  of 
the  fifth. 

I^t  us  look  at  the  account  "which  Patrick  givas  of  himself 
in  Lis  extant  "  Confession,"  which  is  considered  to  bear  mai-ks 
of  genuineness.  It  was  written  when  he  was  an  old  man,  with 
death  in  view.  "  I  Patrick  a  sinner,"  he  begins,  "  the  most  rustic 
and  the  least  of  all  the  faithful,  and  most  despised  in  the  eyes  of 
the  many,  was  the  son  of  Calpumius,  a  deacon,  who  was  the  son 
of  Potitus,  sometime  a  presbyter."  He  goes  on  to  magnify  the 
divine  mercy  which  had  made  captivity  in  early  youth  the  means 
of  his  conversion,  and  to  state  his  Cliristian  belief  in  something 
like  the  form  of  a  creed,  uneq^uivocally  Trimtarian.  He  had  long 
thought  of  writing  but  had  long  hesitated  about  it ;  there  was  in 
his  mind  a  desire  to  justify  himself  against  British  misconstruction 
of  his  motives  in  settling  among  the  Irish.  It  was  by  a  divine 
leading,  he  declares ;  it  w^as  purely  for  the  sake  of  preaching  the 
Gospel.  He  was  personally  nothing ;  but  he  had  been  employed 
ua  God's  instrument.  The  story  of  his  life  ia  one  of  the  moat 
touching  that  can  be  found  in  Christian  biography.  When  he 
was  a  boy  of  about  sLxteeu,  Patrick — who,  according  to  another 
authority,  bad  been  baptized  by  the  name  of  Succat — was  taken 
captive  at  a  farm  belonging  to  his  father  near  "  Banna vem 
Taberniffi,"  which  perhaps  is  represented  by  Kilpatrick  on  the 
Clyde.  It  need  not  be  the  same  as  his  alleged  birthplace  Nemthur, 
supposed  to  be  Dunbarton,  anciently  Alcluid,  the  fortress-capital 
of  Stnithclyde  ;  but  it  could  not  have  been  far  inland,  for  it  was 
exposed  to  the  raids  of  Irish  pirates,  who  carried  away  from  thence 
into  North  Ireland  a  large  number  of  captives,  of  whom  he  was  one. 
There  is  a  difficulty,  no  doubt,  connected  with  the  supposition 
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that  he  was  a  native  of  the  Clyde  district  (unless  we  suppose 
that  Patrick's  clerical  father  and  grandfather  had  migrated  from 
the  south),  for  then  we  meet  with  a  traditional  and  organized 
Church  life  to  the  north  of  the  scene  of  St.  Ninian's  labours,  and 
traceable  to  a  time  long  before  theii'  commencement  in  397. 
However,  if  we  accept  the  narrative  in  the  "  Confession/*  we  find 
that  when  Patrick  arrived  in  Ireland,  a  chieftain  named  Michul 
bought  the  young  captive  and  employed  him  as  a  cattle-feeder  on 
the  hills.  There,  amid  i-aiu  and  frost,  enduriiig  various  privations 
and  hardships,  the  lad  became  conscious  of  a  divine  presence ;  the 
Spirit,  as  he  says,  kindled  a  fire  within  him ;  his  former  boyish 
carelessness  about  religion  gave  place  to  an  intense  devotional  en- 
thusiasm which  made  him  say  often  as  many  as  a  hundred  prayera 
a  day,  and  nearly  as  many  in  a  night,  rising  to  prayer  amid  the  cold 
and  darkness,  on  the  wild  mountains  of  Antrim,  and  feeling  no 
harm  nor  any  "  sluggishness."  Thus  passed  away  six  years ;  and 
then  Patrick,  mysteriously  warned  and  guided,  as  he  afi&rms, 
escaped  fi-om  Michul,  got  on  board  a  vessel  manned  by  pagans, 
and  after  divers  perils  and  much  endurance  for  sixty  days — which 
has  been  represented  as  a  second  captivity — reached  his  home  in 
Britain,  and  there  was  entreated  by  his  parents  to  remain  with 
them — not  to  go  away  again  after  all  that  he  had  suffered.  But  he 
had  a  dream  :  a  man  appeared  to  him  in  the  night-visions,  whom 
he  knew  to  be  one  Victorious,  from  Ireland,  with  coimtless  letters ; 
one  of  these  he  gave  to  Patrick,  who  read,  "The  voice  of  the 
Irish,"  and  then,  while  he  went  on  reading,  seemed  to  hear  the 
voice  of  those  *'  who  dwelt  by  the  wood  Foclut,  which  is  near 
the  western  sea "  (i.«.  in  the  present  county  Mayo),  as  if  they 
exclaimed  all  at  once,  "  We  beg  thee,  holy  youth,  come  and  walk 
again  amongst  us."  *'  This,"  says  Patrick,  "  pierced  my  very 
heart;  I  could  read  no  more:  so  I  awoke."  Visionary  as  might 
be  his  temperament,  there  was  in  him  that  genuine  insatiable  long- 
ing for  the  salvation  of  souls,  for  the  diflusion  of  Christian  faith, 
for  the  extension  of  the  sacred  kingdom  further  and  further  within 
the  area  of  heathendom,  which  had  animated  Martin  in  the  pre- 
ceding century,  as  it  was  to  enkindle  Columba  in  the  succeeding 
one,  and  which  makes  all  missionary  heroes  of  all  ages  and 
countries  to  be  of  one  soul  and  heart.  Kinsmen  withstood  his 
growing  desire  to  return  to  Ireland  and  try  to  win  to  the  Gospel 
some  of  the  race  that  had  enslaved  him.  But  they  withstood  an 
impulse    which    brooked    no  opposition.      Patrick   held    to   his 
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purpose.  Where  and  how  he  was  trained  for  his  work^  muBt  be 
left  uncertain :  his  own  account  of  himself  would  naturally  imply 
that  he  bad  never  become  a  st^holar — had  gone  through  no  technical 
or  systematic  course  of  education,  but  retained  his  original 
"rusticity,"  This,  therefore,  would  tend  to  discredit  the  later 
story  of  his  having  studied  under  St.  German  in  Gaul.  We  must 
be  equally  content  with  ignorance  as  to  the  place,  time,  and  cir- 
cumstances, alike  of  his  ortlination  and  consecration ;  his  own 
woids  give  no  support  to  the  theory  or  legend  of  a  Roman  mission, 
and  perhaps  the  most  probable  conjecture  is  that  he  wna  conse- 
crated by  some  British  prelates.  He  landed  first  in  Leinster,  then 
stopped  at  the  island  of  Tnispntnck,  and  ultimately  went  inland 
from  Strangford  Lough,  antl  converted  a  chief  named  Dichu.  He 
may  perhaps  have  spent  a  year  in  preaching  to  the  Dalriad  Insb 
of  the  North  and  then  proceeded  to  the  central  region  of  Ireland. 
There  is  a  famous  story  of  Patrick's  having  had  an  interview  with 
the  Irish  king  Laoghaire  (Leary)  at  a  festival  [:;ntheiing  held  at 
Tara — ^where  the  traces  of  a  royal  fortress  are  still  discernible — at 
the  Eastertide  of  his  first  year,  and  of  the  unsuccessful  attempts 
of  Irish  priests,  or  "  mac^  *' — like  thoso  who  withstood  Columba  at 
Inverness — to  outdo  him  in  wonderful  works,  after  their  alarm  had 
been  excited  by  the  Easter-fire  lighted  by  the  missionarj'  on  the 
hm  of  Slane  before  the  king's  beacon  could  be  kindled  on  the  hill 
of  Tara.  The  legendary  matter  put  aside,  it  is  quite  credible  that, 
either  early  or  late  in  his  career,  Patrick  preached  at  the  court  of 
Laoghaire,  though  he  did  not  succeed  in  converting  the  monarch  ; 
and  vnih  this  preaching  is  traditionally  associated  the  composition 
of  the  hymn  called  the  "  breastplate,"  as  if  it  were  a  guarantee  of 
safety,  in  which  Patrick  appears  as  invoking  supernatural  prot-ec- 
tion  for  himself  against  manifold  foes  and  perils.  The  faith  of  the 
Holy  Trinity,  the  power  of  the  Incarnation  and  the  Passion,  of  the 
liesurrection.  Ascension  and  Return,  the  might,  wisdom,  word, 
hand  of  God,  the  obedience  of  angels,  the  holiness  of  saints,  are  to 
be  his  armour  bound  around  him  against  incantations  of  heathen 
prophets,  black  laws  of  heathenism,  heresy  and  idolatry,  spells  of 
women,  smiths,  and  IJnnds,  and  all  knowledge  that  blinds  the 
soul — evidently  meaning  magic.  "  Christ,"  he  proceeds,  "protect 
me  to-dfty  from  poisou,  burning,  drowning,  wounds  ;  Christ  be 
with  me,  before,  behind,  within,  beneath,  above  me,  at  my  right 
and  my  loft,  in  the  fortreas,  in  the  chariot  seat,  in  the  poop  of  the 
vessel." 
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Patrick's  general  work  as  a  missionary  bishop  was  prolonged 
until  the  latter  part  of  the   fifth   centxiry;    and   here  we   need 
only  speak  of  it  as  taking  him  into  various  districts,  ami  to  some 
places  which  no  earlier  missionary  had   visited,  and  involving 
various  attempts,  successful  and  unsuccessful,  to  convert  chiefs  and 
kings,  various  perils  surmounted,  some  hardships  endured  such  as 
spoliation  and  imprisonment,  conversions  and  baptisms  of  largo 
multitudes,  personal  presents  "  thrown  upon  thr.  altar  "  and  refused 
by  him,  ordination  of  clerics  to  help  him  in  his  work,  and  pro- 
bably of  bishops  to  share  some  portion  of  his  responsibility ;  the 
ostablishment  of  religious  communities  in  a  close  connexion  with 
tribal  life,  wliicli,  though  it  was  perhaps  unavoidable,  had  some 
calamitous  results;   the  excommunication  of  some  Welsh  soldiers 
who  had  slain  some  of  his  own  newly  baptized  proselytes;  the 
foundation  of  a  church,  not  then  intended  to  be  archiepiscopal  or 
primatial,   but   only  a  kind  of  central  point  for  other  mission- 
stations,  at  a  place  originally  called  (as  Dr.  Todd  thinks)  "  The 
Two  Graves/'  in  one  of  the  present  streets  of  Armagh,  and  then 
on  the  hill  now  crowned  by  its  cathedral.     Some  of  the  stories 
told  about  him  are  touching,  others  actually  repidsive.     It  would 
seem  that  the  Christianity  of  his  converts  was  by  no  means  clear 
of  the  old  leaven  of  pagan  superstition  •  one  ngly  feature  which  it 
long  retained  was  the  habit  of  hurling  curses  at  opponents ;    and 
once  for  all  we  must  put  aside  the  notion  that  Patrick  was  in  any 
sense  an  ecclesiastical  organizer.     In  fact,  it  was  just  in  that  point 
that  Celtic  Christianity,  alike  in  Britain  and  in  Ireland,  failed. 
Abroad,  the  old  Irish  Church  did  splendid  work  by  its  raissionaiy 
ttuthusiasm ;  at  home,  instead  of  imparting  order  to  barltaric  lifi*. 
it  was  absorbed  into  its  incurable  disorder,  and,  in  the  words  of 
the  Duke  of  Ai:gyll  (in  his  "  Irish  Nationalism '*),  "can  hardly  be 
said  t-o  have  had  any  civilising  influence  at  all/'  its   monastic 
schools  notwithstanding.     It  is  melancholy  to  associate  the  thought 
of  St,  Patrick's  self-devoted  labour  with  the  sultaequcnt  "full 
participation  "  of  Irish  monks  and  priests  in  the  savage  fights  of 
"  the  septs  against  each  other/'     In  that  respect,  no  other  national 
Church  was  ever  so  tragically  conformed  to  this  world. 

Pope  Leo,  very  likely,  knew  little  or  nothing  of  the  commenoe- 
ment  of  Patrick's  work.  He  bad  much  to  occupy  his  attention 
and  exercise  his  administrative  energy.  The  first  piece  of  business 
that  we  know  of  from  his  letters  was  the  regulation  of  the  re- 
ception of   Pelagians  into  Church  fellowship.      He  had,  as  we 
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have  seen,  acted  as  a  vigilant  sentinel,  while  still  only  archdeacon, 
against  the  insidious  approaches  of  Julian;  he  now  heard  from 
ft  bishop  named  Septimus  that  several  Pelagian  ecclesiastics  iu 
the  province  of  Aquileia  had  been  allowed  to  join  the  Church 
without  a  recantation,  and  he  wrote — perhaps  in  442 — to  the 
metropolitan  of  Aquileia  on  the  subject.  The  see  of  Aquileia  was 
pmcltcally  independent  of  the  Eoman  patriarch;  but  Leo  per- 
emptorily assumed  a  right  to  give  orders  for  the  summoning  of  a 
synod  of  its  province,  in  presence  of  which  the  coaverts  from 
Pelagianism  might  give  satisfactory  evidence  of  their  soundness 
in  the  faith.  "  Let  there  be  nothing  obscure  or  ambiguous  in  the 
words  employed  by  them ;  for  wo  know  the  wiHness  of  these 
men."  He  had  some  reason  for  this  language :  the  subtlety  with 
which  Pelagiua  and  his  followers  ha<l  availetl  themselves  of  dif- 
ferent senses  of  the  word  "  grace"  was  enough  to  warrant  excep- 
tional stinctneas  in  the  examination  of  their  professions  of 
orthodoxy. 

Between  Leo  and  Tlilary  of  Aries  a  colliaion  arose  about  the 
year  444,  on  the  subject  of  the  respective  claims  of  the  sees  of 
Aries  and  Vienne.  The  church  of  Vienne  appears  to  have  been 
senior  to  that  of  Aries.  In  a  "Notitia"  of  Gallic  provinces  and 
cities,  which  the  compilers  of  "  Gallia  Christiana"  consider  to  be 
earlier  than  the  reign  of  Honorius,  the  see  of  Aries  is  simply  one 
of  twelve  suffiragaus  to  the  metropolitan  see  of  Vienne.  But  we 
have  already  seen  how,  during  the  fourth  century,  the  city  of  Aries 
was  rising  into  greatness,  and  the  pre-eminence  of  a  city  meant, 
sooner  or  later,  pre-eminence  for  its  church.  Five  and  twenty  years 
before  Leo  pope  Zosimus,  persuaded  by  the  bishop  of  Aries  that 
his  see  was  by  right  metropolitical,  hatl  directed  him  to  "  recall 
under  his  jurisdiction"  the  province  of  Vienne,  with  the  two  Nar- 
bonensian  provinces  the  principal  sees  of  which  were  resjiectively 
Narbonne  and  Aix :  while  Honorius,  on  April  17.  418,  ordered 
that  a  yearly  assembly  of  South-Gallic  provinces  should  be  held 
at  Aries,  "  the  city  of  Constantine,"  as  already  their  civil  metro- 
polis. Boniface  and  Celestine  were  less  favourable  to  the  see  of 
Aries ;  the  see  of  Narbonne  maintained  its  independence,  though 
the  "  ViennenaiB  "  province,  the  second  "  Narbonensis,"  and  that  of 
the  Maritime  Alps,  seem  to  have  acquiesced  in  their  sul>ordination 
to  Aries.  In  439,  Hilary,  as  bishop  of  Aries,  held  a  Council  at 
liiez  in  the  second  Narbonensis,  to  repress  the  evils  caused  by  the 
irregular  and    factious    appointment  of   a    young   man   named 
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Armcntarius  to  the  see  of  Embnin  in  the  Maritime  Alps.  He 
abo  presided  at  the  First  Council  of  Orange  in  441.  In  444, 
while  he  was  visiting  German  at  Auxerro,  the  two  prelates 
received  complaints  aa  to  the  conduct  of  bishop  Chelidonius  of 
Besan^on.  At  the  Council  which  met  to  consider  the  case  Hilary 
presided:  on  what  ground,  we  can  hardly  say — possibly,  says 
Tillemont,  by  concession  on  the  part  of  the  metropolitan  of  Lyons, 
or  because  "  the  fact  that  the  Pnetorian  prefect  resided  at  Aries 
caused  other  bishops  unanimously  to  defer  "  to  its  see.  Chelidonius 
was  deposed  on  the  charge  of  having  married  a  widow :  he  forth- 
with appealed  to  Leo,  who,  like  his  predecessors  in  the  case  of 
Apiarius,  caught  at  the  opportunity  of  extending  his  authority 
over  another  Church,  and  admitted  the  appellant  to  his  com- 
munion. Hilary  heard  of  it,  and  at  once,  ia  the  depth  of  winter, 
set  out  on  foot  for  Home,  not,  as  he  told  Leo,  in  order  to  carry  on 
a  suit  or  to  make  accusations,  but  to  pay  his  respects,  to  explain 
the  facts,  and  to  re([uest  that  the  canons  might  not  be  infringed. 
Leo  chose  to  interpret  this  line  as  "  disobedience  to  St.  Peter,'*  and 
asserted  (appai-eutly  without  good  evidence)  that  appeals  had  often 
gone  from  Gaul  to  Home.  A  conference  was  held,  Chelidonius 
being  present.  Hilary  firmly  maintained  his  own  position;  and 
this,  in  Koman  eyes,  was  a  form  of  insolence,  to  be  punished  by 
placing  him  under  guard.  He  escaped  from  this  detention,  and 
returned  to  Aries  in  February,  445.  Leo  pronounced  his  decision  : 
the  sentence  on  Chelidonius  was  to  be  quashed  and  he  was  to  be 
reinstated  in  his  see.  Another  case  was  that  of  a  bishop  named 
Projectus;  if  his  see  was  in  the  second  Narbonensia,  or  in  the 
Maritime  Alps,  it  was  avowedly  subject  to  Aries ;  but  the  point 
is  doubtful.  Leo,  as  before,  accepted  the  complainant's  story 
without  due  examination,  and  charged  Hilary  with  having  con- 
secrated a  successor  to  Projectus  while  he  was  alive,  though  ill. 
We  do  not  know  Hilary's  version  of  this  case.  But  we  do  know 
that  in  both  cases  Leo  was  outstepping  the  lines  traced  by  the 
Sardican  canons  about  appeals  to  the  Roman  bishop,  since  he  was 
acting  as  judge  in  his  own  person.  He  also  wrote  a  passionate 
letter  to  the  bishops  of  the  Viennensis,  denoimcing  Hilary's 
conduct,  actually  suggesting  that  he  had  wished  to  cause  the  death 
of  Ptojectus,  and  professing  to  excommunicate  him  and  to  deprive 
his  see  of  all  metropolitical  jurisdiction.  Nor  was  this  alL  He 
procured  from  Valentinian  IH.  a  decree,  or  "constitution,"  addressed 
to  Aedus,  Master  of  the  Soldiery,  and  dated  June  6,  445.    The 
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Emperor  is  made  to  assert  that  "  the  primacy  of  the  apostolic  see 
haa  been  established  by  the  merit  of  St.  Peter,  by  the  dignity  of 
the  city  of  Rome,  and  also  by  the  authority  of  a  sacred  synod,  so 
that  presumption  should  not  attempt  anything  unlawful  against 
the  authority  of  this  see."  It  would  have  been  impossible  to  cite 
any  synod  which  had  made  any  enactment  to  that  effect.  The 
decree  goes  on:  "  For  then  only  will  the  peace  of  the  Churches  be 
everywhere  preserved,  if  they  as  a  whole  (universitaa)  acknowledge 
their  ruler."  Then  after  a  vituperative  and  ex  parte  reference  to 
Hilary,  and  an  assertion  that  Leo's  judgment  "would  have  been 
valid  throughout  Gaul  even  without  any  imperial  confu-mation/*  it 
is  ordered  that  no  bishop,  in  Gaul  or  in  other  (Western)  provinces, 
shall  be  allowed  "  contrary  to  old  custom  "—observe  this  assump- 
tion— "  to  attempt  anything  without  the  authority  of  the  pope  of 
the  eternal  city ;  that  whatever  the  authority  of  the  apostolic  see 
has  ordained  or  shall  ordain  is  to  be  law  for  them  and  for  all ;  and 
that  if  any  bishop  neglects  to  obey  a  summons  to  tlie  judgment- 
seat  of  the  Roman  prelate,  the  ruler  of  his  province  shall  compel 
him  to  attend."  For  every  word  of  this  document  Leo  must  be 
held  responsible;  and  a  heavy  responsibility  it  is.  The  whole 
proceeding  is  a  blot  on  the  character  of  the  most  papal  of 
ancient  Roman  bisliops.  Hiiory  wrote  in  his  own  defence,  and 
sent  envoys  to  Home  in  order  to  soothe  Leo»  but  he  never  yielded 
the  main  point.  Yet  when  he  died  in  449,  Leo  spoke  of  him  as 
"  of  holy  memory." 

Another  matter  which  come  before  Leo  brought  bim  into 
correspondence  with  Cyril.  It  is  interesting  to  see  the  two  great 
tlieologian-prelates,  who  were  to  represent  for  subsequent  ages 
the  Church's  loyal  solicitude  for  the  two  aspects  of  the  mystery 
of  the  Incarnation,  and  whose  names  were  to  be  fervently  wel- 
comed as  maintainers  of  the  truth  in  the  next  (Ecumenical  Council, 
now  exchanging  letters  on  the  intricacies  of  that  Easter-question 
which  Councila  and  bishops  had  so  often  laboured  to  decide.  The 
Romans  used  a  cycle  of  Easter  calculation  extending  over  eighty- 
four  years,  which  difl'ered  from  tiio  cycle  employed  at  Alexandria ; 
and  they  placed  the  equinox  on  the  18th  of  March,  while  the 
Alexandrians  placed  it  on  tho  21st,  so  that  there  was  this  amount 
of  difference  between|them  as  to  the  earliest  time  of  the  Easter 
full  moon.  The  Council  of  Saixlica  had  made  an  ineffectual 
attempt  at  harmonizing  these  differences ;  and  the  residt  of  thtnn 
was  sometimes  seen  in  a  dilference  of  several  weeks  between  the 
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Easter  festivals  of  Alexandria  and  of  Rome.  Leo  was  desirous 
of  ascertaining  on  what  day  Easter  would  fall  in  444,  and  con- 
sulted Cyril  on  the  matter.  Cyril  answered  that  it  would  fall 
on  the  23rd  of  April ;  and  Paschasinus,  bishop  of  Lilybeeum,  on 
being  consulted  by  Leo  as  to  this  answer,  "  after  long  study  and 
reasoning  found  it  to  be  correct." 

We  may  now  look  briefly  at  those  closing  years  of  Cyrirs  life. 
He  had  outlived  John  of  Antioch,  who  Lad  been  succeeded  by 
Domnus,  second  Antiochene  patriarch  of  that  name,  in  441. 
Domnus  was  John's  nephew,  but  was  inferior  to  hia  uncle  in 
ability  and  force  of  character.  Cyril  wrote  to  liim  in  behalf  of 
an  aged  bishop  named  Peter,  who  had  been  accused,  it  seems,  of 
maladministration  of  Church  property,  and  had  resigned  his  see : 
after  this  resignation  he  had  visited  Cyril,  and  represented  himself 
as  an  injured  pewon,  who  had  been  forced  by  feai'  and  by  menaces 
to  give  up  luj3  C>hun'-h  and  had  not  had  a  fair  trial  allowed  him. 
He  had  been  permitted  to  retain  the  episcopal  title; — that,  he 
said,  was  all :  of  the  rest  he  had  been  virtually  deprived.  Cyril 
apparently,  accepted  the  old  man's  statements,  pitied  his  "  teal's/' 
and  somewhat  peremptorily  exhorted  Domnus  to  take  a  consistent 
course,  one  way  or  the  other.  If  Peter  could  be  proved  guilty 
of  offences,  let  him  be  deprived  of  the  title  as  well  as  of  the 
authority  of  a  bishop  ;  if,  after  trial,  he  were  to  be  found  innocent, 
let  him  be  restored  to  his  bishopric  in  full  Bishops,  wrote  Cyril, 
ought  not  to  "  resign  "  their  sees :  if  they  were  worthy,  let  them 
continue  in  their  office ;  if  not.  let  them  be  deposed.  The  mouey 
which  Peter  had  had  to  refxind  ought  to  be  restored  to  him,  for 
bishops  were  accountable  for  their  trust  to  God — a  principle  hardly 
compatible  with  any  metropolitical  authority.  Notliing  is  known 
of  the  result  of  this  affair. 

In  another  matter,  in  which  also  an  old  prelate  was  concerned, 
Cyril  showed  himself  equally  hasty  in  accepting  the  stor>*  of  a 
petitioner ;  and  his  facility  produced  unfortunate  results.  Athana- 
siufl,  bishop  of  Perrha  in  Syria,  was  accused  by  his  clergy  of 
several  ofFences ;  the  only  one,  however,  which  is  at  all  specified 
in  the  extant  documents  had  something  to  do  with  certain  silver 
oolmnna  He  could  not  stand  a  trial,  but  sent,  three  times  over, 
a  deed  of  resignation  to  his  metropolitan,  Panolbius,  who  was 
his  personal  friend,  and  would  have  been,  therefore,  no  hostile 
judge.  He  retired  to  his  estate  near  Samosata.  but  returned 
thence  to  Perrha,  where  he  even  held  some  ordinations.    Next 
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be  proceeded  to  ConstantiEOple,  where,  it  appears,  Cyril  then  was ; 
and  told  a  piteous  story  to  Cyril  and  to  Proclus,  in  presence  of 
a  synod  of  bishops,  who»  it  is  said,  were  moved  to  tears — but 
"  tears/'  in  the  style  of  tlioso  days,  is  almost  a  conventional  ex- 
pression for  regret.  Some  of  his  clergy,  he  declared,  had  expelled 
him,  had  even  pretended  to  pass  sentence  upon  him,  had  ejected 
from  of&ce  the  Church  stewards  whom  he  had  appointed,  had 
struck  his  name  out  of  the  Church  diptychs.  Both  the  patriarchs 
were  moved ;  both  ^vTote  to  their  brother  of  Antioch.  Cyril 
exhorted  Domnus  to  have  the  case  tned :  if  PeiTha  were  distant 
from  Anti<)cli»  he  might  delegate  the  hearing  by  letter  to  other 
bishops.  Proclus  wrote  at  greater  length,  and  in  a  geutler  and 
moi-e  courteous  tone,  taking  care  to  guard  against  the  supposition 
that  Constantinople  was  claiming  to  receive  appeals  from  Antioch. 
Fortified  with  these  letters.  Athana-sius  presented  himself  to 
Domnus;  he  aftei-wards  declared  that  Domnus  promised  at  the 
time  to  "fuliil  the  directions  of  Proclus  and  Cyril."  He  did. 
indeed,  comply  with  their  request  for  a  trial  of  the  case,  and 
summoned  a  Council  accordingly,  giving  Athanasius  due  notice ; 
but  Athanasius,  although  thrice  summoned,  did  not  appear.  We 
shall  hear  of  tlie  affair  again  in  445,  when  a  Council  of  Antioch 
examined  it  thoroughly,  and  pronounced  against  Athanasius ;  and 
subsequent  events  prolonged  this  cause  as  far  as  the  fourteenth 
session  of  the  Council  of  Chalcedon. 

It  is  impossible  not  to  observe  something  of  hasty  or  impulsive 
credulity,  and  something  also  of  a  dictatorial  temper  as  regarded 
the  afifairs  of  another  patriai'chate,  in  the  conduct  of  Cyril  respecting 
the  cases  of  Peter  and  Athanasius.  There  is  reason  to  fear  that 
he  was  unconsciously  influenced  by  a  dislike  of  the  nephew  and 
representative  of  John  of  Antioch ;  at  any  rate,  he  was  by  no 
means  considerate  in  the  tone  which  he  aasmned  towards  Domnus. 
He  wag  far  more  in  hia  true  position  when  he  took  cognisance  of 
the  enormities  of  a  wicked  priest  named  Martinian,  who,  ha\ing 
received  ordination  and  having  been  appointed  Church  steward  by 
Eusebius,  bisliop  of  Pelusium,  stripped  the  church  of  its  property, 
took  bribes  from  unworthy  persons  who  aspired  to  ordination,  and 
then,  when  popular  indignation  was  aroused,  threw  the  blame  on 
the  prelate  whom  he  had  made  the  tool  of  his  baseness.  He  sent 
money,  Isidore  tells  us,  to  Alexandria,  in  oixler  to  procure  himself  w 
bishopric.  Cyril  ^^Tote  to  him,  threatening  to  excommunicate  him 
if  he  persisted  in  so  scandalous  an  attempt.    Isidore  says  thai 
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Cyril  ought  to  have  excommunicated  him  at  once,  and  adds  that 
Martiniuu,  in  defiuucc  of  the  axchbishop'a  warning  letter,  went  to 
Alexandria,  and  by  hia  presence  and  his  notorious  schemings  threw 
a  slur  upon  Cyril's  reputation,  as  if  he  would  consecrate  a  bishop 
for  money.  It  was  natural  that  Isidore  slioidd  urge  Cyril  to 
inflict  condign  punishment  on  so  evident  an  offender ;  but  we  do 
not  know  the  result,  except  that  there  is  no  mention  of  any 
Egyptian  bishop  named  Martinian.  We  have  evidence,  it  may 
l>e  added,  in  one  of  Cyril's  letters,  that  he  took  great  pains  to 
seciue  a  careful  examination  of  the  chai-acter  of  candidates  for 
holy  orders  on  the  part  of  his  suffragans  In  tlie  Tliebaid. 

There  is  a  famous  letter  of  Cyril's,  which  must  not  be  passed 
over  iB  any  account  of  his  life,  bearing  as  it  does  on  his  belief  in 
regard  to  the  Holy  Eucharist.  We  have  seen  how  confidently  he 
argued  from  the  Eucliaristic  participation  of  Christ's  Body  to  the 
divine  oneness  of  Christ's  person :  because  Christ's  Body  is  re- 
ceived in  the  Eucharist  as  life-giving,  therefore  it  must  be  the  Body 
of  One  who  is  personally  God ;  for  the  body  or  flesh  of  a  mere 
man,  however  intimate  might  be  his  association  with  God,  coidd 
possess  no  life-giving  power,  according  to  Cyrirs  intei-pretalion  of 
John  vi.  63.  And  now  we  find  him  wiiting  to  a  bishop  named 
Calosyrius  against  the  "senseless"  notion  that  the  consecrated 
elements,  if  reserved  (in  order  to  sick  communion)  for  more  than 
one  day,  lost  their  sacrcdness  and  their  sanctifying  efficacy.  "  On 
the  contrary,"  wrote  Cyril,  "Christ's  holy  Body  is  not  changed; 
but  the  power  of  consecration  and  the  life-giving  grace  still 
abide  within  it." 

The  death  of  Cyril  took  place  on  Friday  the  9th  (or  x>6rhaps 
Tuesday  the  27th)  of  Jime,  444,  when  he  had  completed  more  than 
half  of  the  thirty-second  year  of  his  episcopate.  And  now  what 
are  we  to  say  of  him  ?  We  have  seen  what  ho  was,  in  his  strength 
and  in  his  weakness  ;  in  his  high-souled  struggle  for  doctrines  which 
were  to  him,  as  they  must  be  to  all  thoughtful  believers  in  Clirist's 
Divinity,  the  expressions  of  essential  Christian  belief ;  and  in  the 
momenta  in  which  his  old  faults  of  vehemence  and  impatience,  his 
old  absolutist  temper,  i*eappeared  in  iiis  conduct,  and  to  a  veiy 
grave  extent  compromised  the  great  cause  of  which  he  was  the 
champion.  He  started  in  public  life,  so  to  speak,  with  dangerotis 
tendencies  towards  errors  of  this  kind,  which  were  fostei'ed  by  the 
bad  traditions  of  his  uncle's  episcopate  and  by  the  ample  powers 
of  his  see.    We  cannot  say  that  these  characteristics  were  only 


i 


XLII.]     Western  and  Eastern  Affairs  to  A,D,  445.     425 

manifested  in  his  conduct  in  the  feud  with  the  Jews  and  with 
Orestes,  or  that  they  did  not  survive  the  period  when,  althoi^h 
personally  guiltless  of  the  blood  of  Hypatia,  he  must  have  felt 
that  his  previous  violence  had  given  virtual  inatructious  which  had 
been  bettered  by  her  fanatical  miirderers.  The  old  spirit  showed 
itself  at  certain  points  of  the  Nestorian  struggle,  although  on 
some  other  occasions,  as  all  fair  judges  of  his  proceedings  will 
admit,  influences  of  a  softening  and  chastening  character  had 
abated  the  turbid  impetus  of  his  zeal,  and  had  taught  him  to  be 
more  patient  and  moderate,  to  distinguish  between  the  essential 
and  the  accidental,  to  sacrifice  something  in  order  to  save  the  rest. 
to  tolerate  differences  of  phraseology  provided  that  identity  of 
belief  were  secured.  Those  who  begin  by  dogmatizing  against 
dogma — by  condemning  doctrinal  zeal  aa  a  feverish  and  irritional 
(chivalry  for  a  phantom^ will  find  it,  of  course,  most  difficult  to  be 
just  to  a  man  like  Cyril,  who  simply  gave  himself  up,  for  yeai*3, 
to  the  doctrine  of  the  Hypostatic  Union,  that  is,  to  the  belief  in  a 
really  Divine  Christ.  But  if  hia  point  of  view,  which  was  just 
the  same  with  that  of  many  great  religious  heroes — iu  one  word, 
just  the  same  with  that  of  St.  Athanasius — be  fairly  appreciated  as 
supplying  the  general  motive  for  his  course  of  action  against 
Nestorius,  it  will  not  be  hard  to  do  justice  to  liis  memory ;  for  the 
relation  which,  to  his  miud,  subsisted  betweeu  that  controversy 
and  the  vital  essence  of  Christian  faith  will  be  plain  as  the  sun  at 
noonday.  The  issue  raised  was  no  verbal  or  superficial  one ;  it 
touched  the  life  of  the  religion  that  had  overcome  the  world. 
The  theory  of  Nestorius,  whatever  ambigtiities  might  be  thrown 
over  it  by  language  in  which  that  unhappy  prelate  occasionally 
appeared  to  approach  the  belief  in  Christ's  single  personality,  was, 
on  the  whole,  only  too  intelligible  as  destructive  of  the  Incarnation, 
as  substituting  for  that  mystery  the  notion  of  an  exceptionally 
intimate  alliance  between  God  and  a  pre-emineutly  saintly  man. 
And  it  was  not  a  mere  theology  of  the  schools.  Its  promulgator 
held  the  great  bishopric  of  the  Eastern  capital,  involving  a  central 
position  and  a  strong  influence  with  the  imperial  court  He  had 
been  specially  selected  by  that  court  for  the  office  which  he  hehl ; 
and  he  was,  in  personal  character,  no  dreamer  or  jiedant,  whose 
fancies  might  die  away  if  left  to  themselves.  He  could  persecute, 
as  he  had  shown  at  the  very  outset  of  his  episcopate,  when  he  won 
for  himself  the  name  of  "Firebrand;"  he  was  a  ready  and 
plausible  speaker ;  he  had  many  friends  and  adinii^ers  on  his  side ; 
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he  had  a  considerable  popular  following.  Then  there  were  others, 
a  miscellaneons  company,  including  civil  functionaries  as  well  as 
prelates,  who  either  accepted  his  teaching  in  the  mass,  or  thought 
that  strong  language  against  it  was  uncalled  for  and  offensive. 
Cyril  might  have  to  face  the  eneigetic  displeasure  of  an  absolute 
government ;  he  had  not  only  the  prospect,  but  the  active  threaten- 
ings,  of  such  displeasure  and  of  its  consequences;  he  had  the 
burden  of  ill  health,  of  ever-present  intense  anxiety,  of  sharply 
expressed  censure  even  from  some  of  his  most  highly  esteemed 
Mends,  of  reiterated  imputations  in  the  bitterest  language  against 
bis  own  orthodoxy  on  the  Apollinarian  question,  of  misconceptions, 
misquotations,  and  suspicions,  which  hardly  left  him  a  moment's 
rest.  There  was  real  earnest  in  his  repeated  declarations  that  he 
was  fighting  a  hard  fight  but  that  he  had  prepared  himself  for  any 
extremity,  that  he  was  sustained  by  the  consciousness  of  motives 
thoroughly  Christian,  by  his  belief  that  it  was  Christ's  own  cause. 
And  whatever  faults  may  be  discerned  in  his  management  of  the 
controversy,  it  is  certain — certain  not  only  to  panegyrists  of  a 
canonized  saint,  but  to  those  who  care  for  the  truth  of  history — 
that  the  thought  as  well  as  the  heart  of  Christendom  has  pro- 
nounced judgment  in  this  cause  between  Cyril  and  Nestorius,  and 
has  accepted  as  the  expression  of  Christian  truth  the  doctrine 
upheld  by  the  former  against  the  latter.  For  that  doctrine,  when 
stated  in  its  essence  and  apart  from  technicalities,  is  simply  that 
Jesus  Christ  is  personally  Divine. 


CHAPTEE   XLIII. 


THE  RISE  OF  EUTYCHIAJ^ISM. 


The  tidings  of  Cyril^a  death  must  have  been  received  in  "the 
Orient"  with  some  sense  of  relief  on  the  part  of  those  who  had 
been,  in  various  degiees,  annoyed  or  disturbed  by  his  persevering 
energy  in  the  suppression  of  Westorianism.  But  can  we  believe 
that  Theodoret  wrote  to  the  bishop  of  Antioch,  to  the  effect  that 
"the  very  dead  would  be  frightened  by  Cyril's  arrival  among 
them,  and  would  send  him  back  bo  the  upper  world ;  that  there- 
fore it  would  be  expedient  to  place  a  very  bi^  stone  upon  his 
tomb ;  that  his  discourses  in  Hades  would  be  offensive  not  only  to 
the  spirits  which  had  learned  to  know  God,  but  even  to  Nimrod. 
to  Pharaoh,  to  Sennacherib ;  that  Cyril  had  up  to  his  death  been 
devising  an  attack  on  the  bishop  of  Antioch^  but  that  the  latter 
would  do  well  to  pray  that  he  might  find  mercy,  and  that  the 
divine  clemency  might  transceud  his  wickedness "  ?  Such  was 
the  letter  produced  as  his,  and,  as  his,  reprobated,  in  the  fifth 
session  of  the  Fifth  General  Council.  Can  we  believe,  too,  on  the 
same  evidence,  that  he  went  to  Antioch  at  this  time,  and  preached 
before  the  patriarch  Doiiinus  a  sermon  containing  the  words,  "  No 
one  now  compels  any  one  to  blaspheme :  where  are  they  who  say 
that  it  L?  God  who  was  cracified  ?  It  was  a  man  who  died,  Jesus 
Clirist ;  but  God  the  Wonl  raised  up  His  own  temple.  He  who 
is  by  nature  Son  of  God  is  God  the  Word :  Christ  is  the  Son  of 
David,  bub  is  the  Temple  of  the  Son  of  God.  There  is  no  longer 
any  contention  ;  the  Orient  imd  Egypt  are  under  one  yoke  '*  ?  One 
would  say  that  if  Theodoret  could  have  written  and  spoken  thus 
I  on  this  occasion,  it  would  be   his  memory  rather   than   Cyril's 

I  which  would  be  branded  with  ineffaceable  dishonour.     Cardinal 

I  Newman  has  said,  "I  utterly  scout  the  idea  that  the  atrocious 

I  letter  on  Cyril's  death,  ascribed  to  Theodoret,  ...  is  really  his 
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writing.  If  a  man  of  fifty,  a  bishop,  and  an  ascetic,  could  allow 
himself  to  write  such  a  letter,  he  would  be  unworthy  of  recognition 
or  respect  of  any  kind."  To  treat  such  language  as  a  rough  joke, 
still  more  to  quote  it  complacently  as  expressing  the  final  judgment 
of  Theodoret  on  his  great  adversary  of  former  years,  is  incompatible 
with  any  serious  regard  for  his  character.  Moreover,  the  inventor's 
hand  seems  to  betray  itself,  first  in  that  passage  of  the  letter 
which  speaks  of  Cyril  as  intriguing  against  the  bishop  to  whom  it 
is  addressed.  The  title,  in  the  acts  of  the  Fifth  Council,  represents 
it  as  addressed  to  John  of  Antioch :  of  course  this  must  l)e  an 
error,  for  John  had  died  two  or  three  years  before  CyriL  But  the 
passage  is  unintelligible  if  Domnus  bo  thought  of;  for  he  could 
not  be  formidable  to  Cyril.  The  writer  must  have  been  thinking 
of  John,  whereas  Theodoret  could  not  have  been  either  writing  to 
him  or  thinking  of  him.  Again,  look  at  the  fragment  of  the  sermon, 
in  the  title  of  which  the  error  as  to  John  is  corrected,  for  the 
discourse  is  said  to  have  been  preached  before  Domnus.  The 
fragment  is  positively  Neatorian.  Christ  is  formally  denied  to  be 
Son  of  God  as  well  as  Son  of  David;  whereas  Theodoret  Iiad 
approved  of  the  Reunion,  and  in  his  later  writings  explicitly 
declares  our  Lord  to  be  both  Sou  of  (rod  and  Son  of  David :  *.^.  in 
a  letter  to  a  layman,  "  One  Son,  our  Loi*d  Jesus  Christ,  the  only- 
begotten  Son  of  God,  the  Incarnate  God  the  Word ; "  and  in 
another  to  a  bishop,  "  The  Lord  Christ,  the  true  God,  and  Son  of 
the  true  God."  Lastly,  it  would  not  be  natural  for  Theodoret  to 
assume  that  Cyril's  successor  was  more  favounible  to  the  Orientals 
than  Cyril  himself  had  been;  but  the  fragment  clearly  implies 
this  when  it  says  that  "  the  Orient  and  Egypt  are  now  under  one 
yoke."  Here,  as  in  similar  cases,  the  foi^er  has  forgotten  what  an 
actual  writer  at  the  time  woidd  have  been  sure  to  know.  He  was 
probably  an  Eutychian,  bent  on  striking  a  blow  at  Theodoret. 

The  successor  of  Cyril,  Dioscorus,  or  more  properly  Dioscuros, 
who  had  been  archdeacon,  was  from  the  first  little  qualified  to  adorn 
the  "Evangelical"  throne.  He  was  accused  in  later  years,  before 
the  Council  of  Chalcedon,  of  gross  misconduct ;  the  tone  of  the 
*'  libelli  "  of  accusation  is  not  such  as  to  command  confidence,  but 
whatever  basis  of  fact  underlies  them  would  indicate,  at  least,  that 
his  character  had  deteriorated,  like  that  of  Cyril's  own  predecessor 
Theophilus,  under  the  strong  temptations  of  a  post  of  exceptional 
power.  Theodoret,  on  the  other  hand,  wrote  to  him  soon  after  his 
aooession  to  the  effect  that  he  had  heard  much  of  his  "  humility." 
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This  commtmication  was  obviously  intended  to  propitiate  the  new 
archbishop  of  Alexaudria :  apparently  Theodoret  foresaw  that  new 
troubles  might  threaten  him  from  that  quarter,  and  was  desirous 
of  counteracting  them  by  producing  a  favourable  iuipression  on 
DioBconis.  Diplomatic  courteaiea  of  this  sort  were  common 
enough  among  Eastern  bishops ;  and  even  effusive  protestations 
of  respect  and  regard  must  not  be  taken  as  having  more  than  a 
quasi-conventionftl  value.  The  principle  of  "  economy "  was 
allowed  to  have  a  wide  application ;  the  habit  of  calling  every 
bishop  "  most  religious  "  had  gone  far  to  destroy  the  force  of  such 
terms ;  and  language  of  this  sort  was  like  bumiahed  copper 
currency,  which  no  one  literally  mistook  for  gold. 

The  question  of  Athanasius  of  Perrha  came  up  again  in  445. 
We  have  seen  that  he  had  been  cited  for  trial  by  his  metropolitan 
and  friend,  Panolbius  of  Hierapolis,  in  443,  had  resigned  and  then 
resumed  his  see»  and  had  imposed  even  on  Cyril  and  on  Proclus, 
who  wrote  in  his  favoiir.  John  succeeded  to  Panolbius.  Councils 
were  called,  at  which  Athanosiua  ought  to  have  been  present^  but 
he  wotdd  not  attend  His  deposition  was  solemnly  reaffirmed  by 
a  Council  of  all  Syria,  held  at  Antioch  in  445 ;  and  as  John  of 
Hierapolis  had  died  after  a  short  episcopate,  Domnus  came  thither 
to  consecrate  Stephen,  who  on  his  part  constrained  one  Sabinian 
to  leave  his  monastery  and  accept  the  see  of  Perrha.  Theodoret 
appears  to  have  attended  Stephen's  consecration ;  for  he  speaks  in 
one  letter  of  having  passed  many  days  at  Hierapolis.  Athanasius 
would  naturally  have  a  grudge  against  Theodoret ;  and  it  is  he, 
probably,  whom  Theodoret  in  extant  letters  describes^  without 
mentioning  a  name,  as  an  unworthy  bishop,  who  had  been  excom- 
municated by  Domnus  at  Antioch,  and  who  had  spitefully  taken 
on  himself  the  task  of  a  "  delator  "  by  assuring  the  court  that  a 
certain  relaxation  of  the  imposts  levied  on  the  districts  of  Cjnrrhos 
had  been  unreasonable,  and  that  the  inhabitants  ought  to  pay 
more.  Theodoret  complains  bitterly  of  this  conduct  as  an  attack 
on  the  unfoitunate  pooplOj  who  had  already  been  so  ground  down 
by  taxation  that  some  had  fled  and  others  had  been  reduced  to 
beggary.  Theodoret's  practical  interest  in  the  temporal  troubles 
of  his  Hock  is  shown  by  his  statistics  as  to  the  dimensions  of  the 
diocese  of  Cyrrhos,  and  the  extent  of  land  which  was  or  was  not 
subject  to  payment  to  the  treasury. 

We  have  already  heard  something  of  Count  Irenseus,  who  had 
been  included  in  the  sentence  of  banishment  to  Petra  pronounced 


430 


The  Age  of  the  Fathers. 


[Chap. 


against  Nestorius.and  had  there,  about  440.  written  his  *'  Tragedy," 
or  history  of  the  controversy.  In  that  work  he  had  taken  up  the 
position  that  Theodore  had  only  taught  what  the  most  illustrious 
fatbei-s  had  taught ;  and  that,  as  Nestorius  had  simply  followed 
Theodore,  Nestorius  also  had  simply  followed  those  fathers.  It  is 
therefore  the  more  sui-prising  that,  within  a  few  years,  he  not  only 
reconciled  himself  to  tho  soc  of  Antioch,  and  thereby  entered  into 
commimian  with  the  see  of  Alexandria — and,  in  consequence, 
obtained  his  recall  from  the  exile  which  probably  had  worn  out 
his  patience — but  so  fax  commended  himself  to  Domnus  of  Antioch 
as  to  be  consecrated  by  him  for  the  metropolitical  see  of  Tyre,  in 
spite  not  only  of  his  heteredox  antecedents  but  of  the  serious 
canonical  disqualilication  of  a  second  maixiage.  This  promotion, 
which  received  tho  approval  of  I^ochis  himself  and  of  the  chief 
prelates  of  Pontus,  besides  the  neighbour-bishops  of  Palestine,  took 
place  apparently  between  the  years  445  aud  447.  There  were 
doubtless  many  good  points  in  the  character  of  the  new  metro- 
politan :  he  was  genereus  and  beneficent,  and  Thcodoret  speaks  of 
him  as  having  beMended  persons  who  had  fallen  from  a  prosperous 
condition  into  adversity.  We  are  also  told  not  only  that  he  em- 
ployed the  term  Theotocos — or,  as  Theodoret  says  once,  that  ha 
had  "not  declined"  to  use  it — but  that  in  letters  ho  had  used  it 
without  the  addition  of  Anthropotocos,  and  had  "expressed  in 
other  terms"  the  idea  which  the  latter  term  was  intended  to 
guanl.  That  he  took  a  serious  interest  in  BibUcal  studies  and  in 
moral  questions  is  proved  by  the  third  of  Theodoret's  letters ; 
while  the  objection  on  the  ground  of  his  being  a  **  digamist"  had 
been,  according  to  the  letter  reckoned  as  the  110th,  overruled  by  a 
reference  to  the  cases  of  two  bishops,  Diogenes  and  Domninus, 
consecrated  respectively  by  Alexander  of  Antioch  and  Praylius  of 
Jerusalem.  It  cannot  be  doubted  that  tho  Emperor's  consent  was 
somehow  obtained ;  but  he  was  little  better  than  a  pupj>et  in  the 
liands  of  his  advisers  for  the  time,  and  the  party  which  soon 
reigned  in  the  court  of  Constantinople  was  that  which  might  be 
caUed  the  ultra-Cyrilline,  and  wliich  was  bent  on  crushing  not 
Nestorianism  alone  but  whatever  fonns  of  doctrinal  statement 
were  inconsistent  with  the  unqualified  maintenance  of  the  phzaso 
"  One  nature." 

That  phrase,  "  One  nature  (physis)  of  the  Word,  although  this 
nature  had  assumed  flesh,"  had,  as  we  have  seen,  received  finom 
Cyril  an  explanation  which  made  it  practically  equivalent  to  the 
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assertion  of  the  one  person  of  Christ.    But  many  of  the  monks 
who  had  taken  au  active  interest  in  tlie  Ifestorian  controversy  and 
warmly  sympatlmed  with  the  earlier  line  of  Cjrril  cherished  the 
phrase  apart   irom  all  qualifications  and  glosses,  in  the  sense  of 
one  Tiature  absolutely,  and  had  persuaded  themselves  that  any 
abatement  of  its  force  would  bring  back  Nestoriaaisia  and  undo 
the   work   of  the  Council  of  Ephesus,     The  monks,  it  must  be 
remembered,  had  been  foremost  in  the  movement  for   the  con- 
demnation of  the  meniory  of  Tlieodore.     They  felt  that  "  the  snake 
was  scotched,  not  killed,"  so  long  as  Tlieoclore's  influence  was 
practically  powerful  in  the  theological  schools  of  tlie  Orient.     Bnt 
in  their  zeal  against  the  division  or  separation  which  Theodore  and 
Nestorius  had  introduced  they  were  ready  to  run  into  t!ie  opposite 
extreme,  and  in  effect  to  deny  the  real  and  pnijior  manliood  of  the 
Cliriat,  lest  they  should  impair  the  singleness  of  His  Divine  per- 
sonality.    These  men  were  not  accurate  theologians,  accustomed 
to  balance  the  various  elements  of  a  composite  and  mysterious 
truth.     They  were  for  simple,  thoroughgoing  affirmations ;   tliey 
resembled  Nestorius  himself  in   this,  that  they  insisted  on  one 
element  of  the  truth,  and  developed  it  beyond  its  due  proportion. 
Misguided  reverence  was  at  least  one  motive  which  led  Nestorius 
to  miniiuise  the  Divine  condescension ;  and  misguided  reverence 
was   signally  potent   in   impelling   those   who   above  all  things 
dreaded  Nestorianism  to  use  language  which  virtually  de-humanised 
the  Incarnate.     They  disliked  the  expression,  "  The  Word  assumed 
manhood,"  as  an  interpretation  of  the  text,  "  The  Word  became 
llesh."    They  avoided  even  the  admission  that  the  Incarnate  Lord 
was  of  the  seed  of  David,  and  that  He  was  to  he  called  man.     The 
latter  assertion  was  at  least  "  superfluous,"  in  their  view,  and  open 
to  misconstruction :  why  not  call  Him  Clod,  since  that  was   the 
name  of  His  original  nature  ?     Was  He  not  the  Lord  of  David  ? 
Was  not  thiri  a  worthier  title  for  Him  than  Son  of  David  ?     They 
clung,  as  for  their  lives,  to  the  formula  that  "  there  were  two 
natures  before  the  imiou,  but  only  one  after  it,"  meaning  not  that 
the  human  nature  wliich  existed  in  Christ  liad  ever  existed  apart 
from  His  person,  but  that  in  the  abstract,  independently  of  the  In- 
carnation, the  Divine  and  the  human  '*  natures  "  were  two,  whereas 
in  the  Son  as  Incarnate  there  was  but  one  nature,  the  Godhead — 
the  humanity  being  absorbed  into  it.     To  say  that  there  were 
**  two  natures  "  in  the  Incarnate  was,  in  their  view,  equivalent  to 
tlie  assertion  of  "  two  Sons ;  "  and  to  this  unintelligent  confusion 
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of  ideas  was  added  an  extraoi-dinary  blindness  to  the  destructive 
effect  of  their  own  languan;e  on  Christian  belief  in  Christ  as  the 
Elder  Brother,  the  Second  Adam,  the  Pattern  Man,  the  appropriate 
Sacrifice,  the  sympatlii/ing  High  Priest — in  short,  on  the  whole  of 
one  side  of  the  Incamation-mystery. 

Tliese  opinions  were  contested  by  Theodoret  in  the  three  cele- 
bratetl  Dialogues  which  he  composed  about  the  year  44G-7,  and  to 
which  be  gave  the  title  of  "Eranistes  or  Pol3anorpho8,"  by  way 
of  indicating  that  his  opponents — the  leaders  of  the  monastic 
party  at  Constantinople,  and  certain  clerics  of  Osrhoene,  who,  with 
the  monks,  were  raising  an  outcry  against  hira  as  a  heretic — had 
after  all  no  consistent  and  tenable  Christology,  but  had  '*  picked 
up  scraps"  from  various  heterodox  quarters,  or  laid  under  contri- 
bution various  *'  multiform  "  theories  akin  to  old  forms  of  Gnoetic 
misbelief.  He  himself  comjilains  of  some  persona  at  Edessa,  whom 
he  ironically  describes  as  "  great  lovers  of  truth/'  as  Laving  raised 
a  prejudice  against  him ;  "  and  also  of  persons  who,  by  impairing 
the  reality  of  the  sacred  Manhood,  were  "  reviving  the  heresies  of 
Marcion  and  Valentinus,  of  Manes  and  of  the  other  Docetee." 

The  Dialogues,  which  are  respectively  distinguished  by  the 
words  "Immutable,"  "  Unconfused/*  and  "Impassible,"  must  of 
course  be  read  in  the  light  of  the  preceding  controversy.  In  the 
first,  "Orthodox"  presses  against  "Eranistea"  the  fact  that  in 
becoming  flesh  the  Word  "  assumed  flesh  "  or  manhood — a  point 
which  Proclus  had  taken  before.  In  the  second,  the  aasertion  of 
"  two  natures  before  the  union,  and  one  after  it/'  is  ingenioualy 
put  aside  as  literally  implying  the  pre-existence  of  the  flesh ;  the 
Godhead  is  shown  neither  to  liave  undergone  any  materialising 
alteration,  nor  to  have  absorbed  the  manhood  "  as  the  sea  might 
absorb  a  drop  of  honey/*  Illustrations  are  given  of  interpenetration 
without  fusion ;  and  in  one  the  Eucharistic  elemeuts  are  declared 
to  retain  their  "  nature  "  after  the  invocation  of  the  Holy  Spirit 
which  consummated  their  consecration,  in  opposition  to  the  state- 
ment of  "  Eranistes  "  to  the  effect  that,  as  the  bi*ead  and  wine  were 
changed  into  something  else  after  the  invocation,  so  Christ's  body 
after  the  Ascension  was  changed  into  the  divine  essence.  Theo- 
doret's  answer  implies  that  the  analogy  between  the  Eucharist  and 
the  Incarnation,  admitted  on  both  sides  to  exist,  t^lls  rather  in 
his  favour  than  in  his  opponent's ;  that  the  outward  part  in  the 
Eucharist  does  not  lose  its  reality  in  cousequence  of  its  consecra- 
tion, and  similarly  that  the  humanity  of  Christ  coexists  with  that 
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higher  natnre  by  combination  with  which  it  has  been  glorified. 
The  ai^:ument  involves  the  existence^  in  both  cases,  of  an  outward 
l>art  as  wall  as  an  inward,  and  of  an  inward  part  as  well  as  an 
outward.  The  passage  haa  sometimes  been  quoted  as  if  the  latter 
point  were  at  least  leas  important  than  the  former ;  but  certainly 
this  was  not  the  case  in  Theodoret's  view.  It  is  observable  that 
Theodoret,  at  the  close  of  this  dialogue,  quotes  Cyril's  second 
letter  to  Nestoriua  as  a  theological  authority.  In  the  third 
dialogue,  however,  he  criticizes  the  statement  of  Cyril  in  the 
last  of  his  articles  that  the  Word  sufiPered  in  flesh,  although  its 
purport  is  but  equivalent  to  that  of  1  Cor.  ii.  8,  on  which  he 
comments,  while  its  truth  is  implicitly  recognised  by  the  admission 
of  "  one  personality."  Yet  his  object  is  clear  enough  from  the 
context :  he  wishes  to  emphasize  the  impassibility  of  Deity,  and» 
while  acknowledging  that  divine  and  human  properties  belong  to 
the  one  Christ,  he  contends  that  suffering  affected  Him  only  as 
Man,  and  that  He  "  allowed  the  passible  nature,  which  had  become 
His,  to  feel  it  naturally." 

It  may  be  asked,  whether  Theodoret  had  any  one  individual  in 
view  as  the  representative  of  the  theory  which  he  was  attacking. 
Perhaps,  after  all,  he  had  not;  for  Eutyehes  himself,  the  aged 
archimandrite  whose  name  ere  long  became  attached  to  that 
theory,  was  not  a  theologian  in  any  proper  sense  of  the  term.  Ho 
had  lived  for  many  years  within  the  walls  of  the  monasteiy  over 
which  he  presided :  it  was  situated  outside  the  Constautiuian  walls, 
but  within  a  short  distance  of  "  the  heart "  of  Constantinople ;  and 
it  contained  three  hundred  monks.  At  this  time  he  was  nearly 
seventy  years  old ;  he  had  lived  in  the  practice  of  all  monastic 
virtues ;  he  had  probably  joined  in  the  Cyrilline  or  anti-Nestorian 
demonstration  headed  by  the  abbot  Dalmatius  in  the  August  of 
431 ;  he  had  been  favoured  by  Cyril  with  a  special  copy  of  the 
acts  of  the  Council  of  Ephesus ;  and  he  was  mentioned  by  the 
Alexandrian  archdeacon  Epiphanius,  in  a  letter  already  mentioned, 
as  one  whom  Maximian  of  Constantinople  should  enlist  in  the 
cause  of  the  Reunion,  that  is,  who  should  bo  asked  to  contribute  to 
the  pressure  which  was  to  be  brought  to  bear  on  "  the  Antiochenes," 
and  wring  from  them  a  definitive  condemnation  of  I^estoriua. 
Abbot  and  presbyter  though  he  was,  he  was  not  a  man  to  think 
out  a  theory ;  he  could  only  cling  doggedly  to  a  formula,  and 
give  to  such  a  mind  as  the  great  Leo's  an  impression  of  "  inex- 
perience/' of  "  defect  of  intelligence,"  of  having  "  but  a  dim  sense 
vou  II.  2  F 
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of  the  truth."  But,  says  Tillemont,  in  his  stern  fashion,  "his 
ignorance,  like  knowledge  in  other  persons,  was  accompanied  by 
pride."  A  ayTiodical  letter  of  Domnus  to  Tlieodosius,  accusing 
Eutyches  of  ApoUinarianism  on  the  ground  that  he  called  the 
Godhead  and  manhood  of  the  Only-begotten  "  One  nature,"  and 
thus  asserted  a  confusion  and  commixture,  and  also  complaining 
of  his  having  anathematized  the  memory  of  Diodure  and  Theodore, 
may  perhaps  be  referred  to  the  earlier  part  of  Domnus's  episco- 
pata  The  abbot  probably  despised  the  hostility  of  the  patriarch 
of  Antioch  ;  for  he  had  an  ally  in  one  whom  he  had  "  raised  out  of 
the  baptismal  font,"  and  of  whom  it  has  been  said  that  his  con- 
duct shows  his  opinion  on  such  a  subject  as  the  nature  of  Him 
who  "  did  no  sin  "  to  have  been  "  as  valuable  as  the  opinion  of  an 
Australian  savage  concerning  the  philosophy  of  Plato."  This  was 
that  Chrysaphius,  high-chamberlain  to  Theodoaius,  who,  when 
Flavian  succeeded  Froclus,  probably  about  the  middle  of  446, 
induced  the  Emperor  to  demand  of  him  presents  under  the  name 
of  "  eulogise,"  whereupon  the  new  bishop  sent  "  white  bread  as  a 
symbol  of  hia  blessing,"  and  on  being  told  that  gold  was  expected, 
replied  manfully  that  the  consecrated  vessels  were  the  only  gold 
which  the  cliurch  of  Constantinople  jwssessed,  and  that  they  could 
only  be  disposed  of  for  the  relief  of  the  poor.  Chrysaphius  now 
set  himself  to  support,  with  the  whole  weight  of  his  court  in- 
fluence, the  party  which  looked  to  Eutyches  as  its  monastic  saint, 
and  to  the  new  patriarch  of  Alexandria  as  its  ecclesiastical  chief- 
tain ;  which  was  never  tired  of  denouncing  Theodoret  as  in  fact  a 
Kestorian,  as  the  ally  of  the  notorious  ex-Nestorian  bishop  of  Tjrre, 
and  of  the  not  less  obnoxious  bishop  Ibas  of  Edessa,  who,  having 
succeeded  Rabbula,  imitated  his  earlier  rather  than  his  later  lin& 

The  new  bishop  of  Edessa  had  already,  whUe  only  a  presbjrter, 
written  a  letter  which  was  fated  to  make  him  a  name  in  history, 
and  to  associate  itself  with  a  controversy  and  a  schism  about  a 
century  after  his  own  death.  The  "  Reunion  "  had  taken  place ; 
and  Ibas — xmlike  the  extreme  Nestorianizers,  such  as  Alexander 
of  Hierapolis — had  accepted  it  as  satisfactory.  In  his  opinion,  as 
in  that  of  Tlieodoret  and  other  Orientab,  the  Beunion  was  on 
C*yril*8  part  a  virtual  retractation  of  the  articles ;  Cyril  had  been 
untiuestionably  heretical,  but  now,  in  effect,  he  had  purged  himself 
of  that  stain.  So,  having  occasion  to  write  to  Maris,  a  Persian 
Christian  of  eminence  and  perhaps  a  bishop,  he  had  expressed  his 
mind  to  tlie  following  purport.    He  described  briefly  the  issue 
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that  had  been  raised  in  the  original  controversy  between  Cyril 
and  Nestorius,  and  criticized  both  as  having  erred  in  opposite 
directions ;  both  had  "  Trntten  noxious  books  against  each  other, 
which  were  a  scandal  to  the  hearers."  Bnt  he  laid  greater  stress 
on  Cyril's  "  Apollinarian  "  articles,  which,  in  his  opinion,  con- 
founded the  manhood  ^\ith  the  Godhead,  than  on  the  Nestorian 
denial  of  the  Theotocos.  He  accused  Cyril  of  having  indulged 
personal  animosity,  and  employed  *'the  drug  which  bliudeth  the  eyes 
of  the  wise"  (cf.  Exod.  xxiii.  8),  to  get  Nestorius  condemned  without 
a  hearing.  He  narrated  the  proceedings  of  the  Orientals ;  the  feud 
which  had  lusted  so  long  between  the  two  parties ;  the  tyranny  of 
his  own  bishop  (Eabbula)  in  daring  to  anathematize  Theodore — 
"  that  preacher  of  the  truth,"  who  had  "  not  only  converted  his 
own  city  from  error  but  had  instructed  distant  Churches  " — an 
anathema  which  was  the  outcome  of  a  private  enmity,  for  Theodore 
had  once  openly  refuted  him  in  Council.  The  Emperor  at  last 
had  interposed  \  and  John  of  Antioch,  under  pressure  from  the 
court,  had  sent  Paul  of  Emesa  to  Cyril,  witli  inHtructiona  to  com- 
municate with  him  if  he  would  condemn  those  who  said  that  the 
Godhead  had  auPTered,  and  that  there  was  one  "  nature  of  the  God- 
head and  the  Manhood."  God  had  "softened  the  heart  of  the 
Egyptian,"  so  that  he  readily  uccoptod  these  terms  :  peace,  accord- 
ingly, had  been  made  in  the  Clmrch,  and  there  was  no  longer  any 
schism.  Maris  could  see,  by  the  accompanying  letters  of  John 
and  Cyril,  that  *'  the  wall  of  partition  was  broken  down  " ;  and 
those  who  had  been  irregularly  "  attacking  the  living  and  the 
dead"  (he  alludes  to  Rabbola  and  to  others)  were  now  put  to 
shame,  were  asking  pardon  for  their  transgrussions  and  retracting 
their  former  assertions.  No  one  now  maintained  that  Gkidhead  and 
Manhood  in  Chiist  formed  *'  one  nature ; "  but  all  acknowledged 
the  temple  (i.r.  the  manhood)  and  Him  that  inhabited  it  as  being 
One  Son,  Jesus  Christ 

Such  was  the  letter  of  Ibas  to  Maris,  which  had  the  strange 
fate  of  escaping  censure  at  the  Fourth  General  Council,  when 
taken  in  connexion  with  his  subsequent  anathema  against  Nes- 
torius, but  of  being  condemned  as  heretical  at  the  Fifth  Council, 
which  treated  it  as  the  expression  of  a  Nestorianizing  mind,  and 
put  the  worst  construction  on  the  passage  about  the  "  temple  " 
— doubtless  on  account  of  the  abuse  which  its  writer  had  heaped 
on  the  Cyrilline  articles.  On  the  death  of  Rabbula  in  435  or 
436,  "  a  reactionary  wave  carried  Ibas  to  the  episcopal  throne  of 
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Edessa ;  **  but,  naturally  enough,  those  of  the  clergy  who  had 
adopted  Rabbula*s  anti-Nestorian  position  were  disgusted  at 
the  elevation  of  his  malcontent  presbyter,  and  complained  that 
ho  was  at  heart  a  Nestorian  and  as  such  had  circulated  Syriac 
translations  of  the  writings  of  Theodore.  The  matter  came  before 
Proclus,  who  in  437  wrote  to  John  of  Antioch,  asking  him  to 
persuade  Ibas  to  clear  himself  by  condemning  orally  and  in  writ- 
ing certain  propositions  extracted  from  those  wntings  \  but  as  the 
Orientals  generally  refused  to  brand  the  memory  of  the  admiKd 
"  Expositor,"  it  is  not  to  be  supposed  that  Ibaa  would  consent  to 
do  so.    Tliere  for  a  time  the  matter  rested. 

But  some  four  presbyters  of  Edessa,  Samuel,  Maras,  Cyrus,  and 
Eulogius,  were  bitterly  hostile  to  Ibas,  and  watched  their  oppor- 
tunity to  strike  a  blow  at  his  credit  and  his  position.  Samuel 
had  used  language  on  the  Divine  condescension  in  the  Incarnation 
such  as,  at  least,  required  explanation  :  "  Life  died."  Ibas  gently 
remonstrated  with  him :  "  My  friend,  if  you  mean  that  the  Lord's 
Hesh  is  life-giving,  and  that  Christ  is  our  life,  I  agree  with  you  ; 
but  if  you  mean  by  *  life '  the  Godhead,  I  cannot  accept  the 
statement  that  it  died."  After  this,  according  to  Ibas,  Samuel 
communicated  with  him  for  ten  years,  as  if  he  entirely  accepted 
the  distinction.  Samuel,  however,  gave  a  very  different  account 
of  the  matter.  What  is  certain  is,  that  when  in  445  Domnus  of 
Antioch  went  to  Hierapolis  to  consecrate  Stephen,  bishop-elect  of 
that  city — which  was  at  no  great  distance  from  Edessa — Cyrus 
and  Eulogius  hastened  thither  in  order  to  present  an  accusation 
against  their  own  bishop.  When  Ibas,  who  was  preparing  to  set 
forth  for  Hierapolis,  heard  of  this  proceeding,  he  assembled  the 
clei^gy,  and  announced  that  the  two  accusers  were  out  of  his  com- 
munion and  that  he  suspended  from  communion  any  of  their 
brethren  who  had,  in  •writing,  adhered  to  their  act— adding  that 
he  had  heard  that  thirty  were  thus  implicated.  That  Samuel  and 
Maras  had  been  concerned  in  it.  was  certain ;  the  question  as  to 
how  many  more  was  afterwards  a  matter  of  dispute.  What  stepe 
were  taken  by  Domnus  at  Hierapolis.  we  know  not :  either  then 
or  somewhat  later  he  seems  to  have  held  a  sort  of  private  inquiry 
in  his  ofl&cial  room  or  "  secretarium ; "  but  before  matters  had  come 
to  a  crisis,  the  Eutychianizers  had  already  struck  successfully  at 
the  bishops  of  Cyrrhos  and  Tyre. 

Theodoret  was  their  most  formidable  adversary,  and  they  accord- 
ingly determined  to  put  him  down.     It  was  probably  in  447  that 
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Dioscorua  of  Alexandria  wrote  to  Domnus  to  the  effect  that  certain 
persons  wlio  had  arrived  at  the  capital  of  Eg}'pt  had  denouncod  the 
bishop  of  Cyrrhos  as  a  divider  of  Christ  into  two  Sons.  He  also 
WToLe  to  Theodoret  himseH  assuiriing  the  truth  of  this  charge  : 
wherenpon  Theodoret  deemed  it  wise  to  write  to  Dioscorus,  com- 
plaining gravely  of  the  injustice  done  him.  lu  this  letter  he  says 
that  hia  doctrinal  teaching  was  attested  by  multitudes  of  hearers: 
he  had  preached  at  Aatioch  during  six  continuous  years  under 
Tlieodotus,  and  during  tliirteen  years  under  John,  both  of  whom 
had  warmly  approved  his  sermons,  and  the  same  habit  had  been  con- 
tinued during  the  sLx  years  of  Domnus'a  primacy.  Theodoret  adds 
an  elaborate  statement  of  belief  in  the  unity  of  Christ's  person, 
including  a  severe  censure  on  all  who  rejected  the  name  Theotocos. 
He  protested  that  he  employed  the  writings  of  Cyril  as  a  theological 
authority,  and  that  he  had  been  in  friendly  correspondence  with 
him  before  his  death.  He  concluded  by  a  sulemn  imprecation  on 
all  who  should  divide  the  Only-begotten  into  two  Sons.  But 
Dioscorus  was  not  to  be  appeased ;  he  had  his  programme  and 
his  purjjose ;  and  when  those  who  had  accused  Theodoret  at 
Alexandria  went  so  far  as  to  anathematize  him  in  full  church,  the 
patriarch  rose  and  with  a  h>ud  voice  confirmed  their  words.  He 
also  sent  a  bishop  to  Constantinople  to  prove  the  same  charge. 
Theodoret  req^uested  a  bishop  named  Basil  to  "  set  truth  in  oppo- 
sition to  falsehood."  He  sent  also  to  the  bishops  of  Cilicia  a  brief 
vindication  of  his  faith  ;  and  to  Eusebius  of  Ancyra  a  compendious 
account  of  bis  teaching  on  the  Incarnation.  But,  beside  the 
question  of  orthodoxy,  he  was  also  represented,  or  rather  misrepre- 
sented, as  having  got  up  meetings  of  bishops  and  disturbed  the 
peace  of  the  Church,  though  he  had  never,  he  tells  us,  gone  even 
to  an  Antiochene  synod  except  in  obedience  to  a  summons,  nor 
had  he  nor  any  of  Ids  clergy,  during  an  episcopate  of  twenty-five 
years,  appeared  in  the  civil  courts.  However,  on  this  ground,  an 
imi)erial  monition  addressed  to  Zeno,  the  commander  of  the  forces 
in  Syria,  commanded  him  to  take  care  that  Theodoret  should  stay 
at  Cyrrhos,  and  not  visit  any  other  city,  but  discharge  his  own 
episcopal  duties.  The  date  of  tliis  mandate  may  bo  the  beginning 
of  448.  Zeno,  who  had  just  become  consul  and  had  thereupon 
received  a  congratulatory  letter  from  Theodoret,  passed  on  the 
order,  and  it  was  shown  to  Theodoret  when  the  latter  was  staying 
at  somo  place  outside  his  diocese.  He  obeyed  the  order  by  going 
home,  and  promised  to  confine  himself  to  his  own  diocese ;  but  he 
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wrote  to  the  patrician  Anatolius.  asking  him  to  inquire  whether 
the  order  was  genuine,  and  if  so,  what  was  its  real  motive — and 
also  to  urge  Theodosius  not  to  condemn  him  unheard.  He  did  not, 
he  said,  dislike  Cyrrhos,  but  felt  it  hanl  to  stJiy  tliere  under 
compulsion.  If  he  had  given  offence  by  "deploring  "  the  troubles 
of  the  Flia?.nician  Churches  {i.e.  apiwirently,  the  attack  which  had 
already  begun  on  the  position  of  his  friend  Ironoeus  as  bishop  of 
Tyre),  it  was  im possible  not  to  sympathize  with  the  tears  and 
grief  of  Christiana  on  that  account ;  nor  could  he,  while  he  lived, 
conceal  his  sentiments.  In  another  letter  he  complains  that  while 
heretics  and  pagans  and  Jews  were  free  to  go  about  wluthor  they 
would,  he  was  debarred  fi-om  enteiiug  any  city  except  his  own. 
He  urged  that  he  might  have  op^wrlunity  to  defend  himself  before 
a  court  composed  of  bisliops  aiid  civil  officers  "  instructed  iu  things 
Divine."  He  protested  that  he  was  not  eager  to  go  out  of  liia 
own  diocese ;  he  loved  quiet ;  the  restrictive  order,  in  itself,  was  to 
him  welcome,  as  pnjcuring  for  him  that  boon :  but  it  was  oppres- 
sive in  its  motive  and  in  the  aims  which  it  iudicated ;  it  was  the 
symbol  of  a  tyrannizing  policy,  to  be  canied  out  in  the  interests 
of  erroneous  teaching,  llieodoret's  complaints,  says  Tillemont, 
are  free  from  meanness  and  weakness;  and  it  is  not  from  an 
ignoble  egotism,  but  in  grave  and  earnest  self-defence,  that  in  some 
of  these  letters  he  recalls  the  benefits  which  he  had  conferred 
upon  his  city,  the  active  missionaiy  labours  by  which  he  had 
cleared  his  diocese  of  heresy,  and  the  list  of  his  works — on  the 
E^phets,  the  Psalter,  the  Pauline  Epistles,  against  Arians,  Mace- 
donians, and  Marcicnites,  a  book  on  "  the  Mysteries "  or  sacra- 
ments, one  on  Pnjvidence,  one  on  questions  put  by  the  Magi  of 
Persia,  and  Lives  of  the  Saints.  These  he  enumerates  by  way  of 
challenge  to  the  accusers  of  his  doctrine  :  let  them  examine  every- 
tliing  that  he  has  written.  But  it  was  to  no  purpose :  he  was 
denounced  at  Constantinople  as  a  Nestorianizer ;  and  he  thereupon 
wrote  again  to  Anatolius,  almost  passionately  expressing  his 
weariness  of  heart  If  he  were  free  to  leave  Cyrrhos,  he  would 
spend  the  rest  of  his  days  in  some  far-distant  solitude.  A  letter 
to  Eusebius  the  "  advocate,"  perhaps  written  about  this  time, 
alludes  to  a  rumour  of  greater  severities  which  he  might  expect, 
and  declares  that  he  is  ready  to  endure  the  worst  for  the  sako 
of  truth,  even  irrespectively  of  the  promised  reward. 

Tlie  next  attack  was  directed  by  the  Eutychianizers  from  Con- 
stantinople against  the  obnoxious  bishop  of  Tyra     It  was  carried 
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on  for  some  time  by  methods  of  annoyance  to  which  Theodoret 
alludes  in  several  of  Lis  letters ;  at  last  there  came  forth  a  "  law  " 
proscribing  the  works  of  Porphyry  and  of  Nestorins,  and  concluding 
thus :  "  And  that  all  may  learn  by  experience  how  oxir  Divinity  "  (!) 
"  abhors  those  who  adopt  the  impious  belief  of  Nestorius,  we 
oidain  that  Irenseus,  who  formerly  incurred  our  indignation  on 
this  account,  and  afterwards,  we  know  not  how  (although,  as  we 
loara,  he  had  twice  married),  was  made  bishop  of  Tyre  contrary  to 
the  Apostolic  rules,  shall  be  expelled  from  the  Church  of  Tyre, 
and  live  only  in  his  own  country,  wliolly  deprived  of  the  garb  and 
the  title  of  a  bishop*"  This  law  was  summarised  in  an  edict 
promiilgated  by  the  prefects  ;  and — doubtless  by  the  express  order 
of  Dioacorus — was  "  read  in  the  church  of  the  monks  dwelling  in 
the  deserts  "  of  Egypt  on  Low  Sunday,  April  13th,  448.  Domnus 
heard  from  Constantinople  that  he  would  be  required  to  consecrate 
a  new  bishop  of  Tyre,  He  sent  word  to  Theodoret,  who  was 
already  by  imperial  order  confine*!  to  Cyrrhos.  Theodoret,  in 
reply,  professed  to  havo  some  doubt  as  to  the  correctness  of  the 
news.  Could  the  Emperor  really  intend  this  ?  If  he  did,  why 
did  he  not  write  to  Bomuus  himself?  And  Theodoret  Latl,  for  his 
own  part,  received  intelligence  from  Constantinople,  which  seemed 
to  indicate  that  Irenieus  would  be  more  favouiubly  regarded  by 
the  Emperor.  He  sketched  for  Domnus  a  draft  of  a  letter,  which 
might  be  written  to  the  archbishop's  informants  at  Constantinople : 
he  suggested,  also,  that  the  opinion  of  the  bishops  of  Palastine 
should  be  taken  before  writing.  But  it  appears  that  Domnus  was 
too  timid  to  make  any  resbtance  to  the  Emperor's  will ;  and  it  is 
certain  that  a  bishop  named  Photius  was  recognised  as  in  lawful 
possession  of  the  see  of  Tyre  as  early  as  October  of  448.  Theodoret, 
indeed,  ignored  his  claim  to  the  see  by  writing  to  "bishop 
Ironffius  '*  in  the  summer  of  449. 

Meanwhile,  in  the  Lent  of  448,  Domnus  hod  found  himself 
obliged  to  take  regular  cognisance  of  the  afifair  of  Ibas.  The  four 
priests  presented  a  formal  charge  against  him :  the  reconl  tells  us 
that  they  imputed  to  their  bishop  an  apparently  moat  blasphemous 
statement,  "  I  do  not  grudge  Christ  His  having  become  God :  for 
in  so  far  OS  He  has  become  God,  so  have  I  too,"  Domnus  sent 
word  to  Ibas  to  come  and  defend  himself  at  Antioch  "  after 
iht  day,"  I.e.  after  Easter,  since  Lent  was  close  at  hand;  and 
desired  him  also  to  take  off  the  censure  which  he  had  pronounced 
on  the  four  priests,     Ibas  answered,  "  I  leave  that  matter  in  your 
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hands."  Domnus  thereupon  provisionally  restored  the  accusers  to 
communion,  on  condition  that  they  should  not  leave  Antioch  nntil 
they  had  regularly  maintained  their  charge :  if  they  failed  to 
observe  this  condition,  they  would  incur  an  aggravated  penalty. 
Ibas  made  use  of  the  interval  in  getting  up  a  declaration  on  the  part 
of  the  Edesaene  clergy  in  his  own  favour.  About  eighteen  decliBod 
to  sign  it ;  by  Ibas'a  account,  Ixjcause  they  had  previously  taken 
part  in  the  accusation  brought  against  him ;  by  his  accusers'^ 
because  they  said  thoy  could  not  assert  a  falsehood  and  might  be 
asked  questions  as  to  his  orthodoxy. 

After  Easter  the  Couuoil  met  at  Antioch  :  the  extant  signatures 
are  only  nine  in  number  (according  to  the  Greek  text  of  the 
record),  but  perhaps  the  list  is  not  complete.  Before  Ibas  arrived, 
two  of  his  accusers,  Samuel  and  Cyrus,  had  gone  off  to  Constan- 
tinople :  the  Council  therefore  asked  Maras  and  Eulogius,  "  Where 
"were  they  who  had  joined  in  the  presentation  of  the  charge?" 
"They  have  departed,  we  know  not  whither,  in  apprehension  of 
Ibas*s  intrigues.  .  .  .  We  have  heard  that  they  are  gone  to  Con- 
stantinople; but  we  have  received  no  letter  from  them  and  we 
have  no  precise  information,"  Domnua  remarked  that  they  had 
no  cause  for  alarm :  Ibas  had  given  him  full  discretion  as  to 
relieving  them  from  censures ;  they  now,  by  breaking  the  condition 
on  which  he  had  granted  relief,  proved  themselves  deserters, 
despisers  of  his  "  apostolic  throne,"  and  had  incurred  the  additional 
penalty  of  deposition.  In  their  absence  nothing  was  decided 
with  regard  to  Ibas :  it  was  afterwards  said  that,  on  his  return 
home,  he  employed  his  Church  stewards  to  prosecute  an  aged 
priest  who  had  refused  to  sign  the  declaration  in  his  favour,  where- 
upon the  judge,  though  disposed  to  gratify  Ibas,  was  fain  to  acquit 
the  prisoner,  '*  and  the  whole  city  welcomed  him  home  again  with 
tapers  and  lamps." 

Enlogius  and  Maras  quickly  followed  Samuel  and  Cyrus  to 
Constantinople,  and  were  themselves  followed  by  another  Maras,  a 
deacon,  and  by  Ablavius  and  four  other  clerics  of  Edessa.  They 
obtained  the  support  of  Eutyches  and  others  of  his  set.  They 
addressed  the  Emperor  not  only  against  Ibas,  but  also  against  two 
neighbouring  bishops,  Daniel  of  Carrhss,  nephew  of  Ibas,  and  John 
of  Theodosiopolis ;  and  they  api>ealed  also  to  the  archbishop 
Flavian,  complained  of  Domnus's  partiality,  denounced  Theodoret^ 
although  he  liad  befriended  them,  as  a  Nestorianizer,  and  produced 
an  agitation  in  the  imperial  city.     Flavian  received  the  accusers 
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favourably,  and,  apparently,  went  beyond  Ms  province  in  the 
direction  of  overruling  the  sentence  of  deposition  pronounced  by 
Domnus  against  Samuel  and  Cynis.  Domnua  was  probably  an 
object  of  some  suspicion  to  the  ruling  powers  of  Constantinople : 
hia  previous  warning  as  to  the  unsoundness  of  Eutyches  had  been 
associated  with  a  vindication  of  the  orthodoxy  of  Tlieodore;  it 
would  be  easy  to  contend  that  he  was  a  tool  of  Nestorionizers. 
He  on  his  part  wrote  to  Flavian  an  explanatory  letter ;  and  the 
Emperor,  with  Flavian's  assent,  on  October  26,  appointed  a  com- 
mission of  three  bishops — Uranius  of  Himeria  (a  strong  op^xinent 
of  Ibaa,  who  was  then  at  Constantinople),  Photius  the  new 
occupant  of  tlie  see  of  Tyre,  and  Eustathius  of  Rerytus — to  hear 
and  determine  the  cause.  The  mandate  addressed  to  Daniaacius, 
"  tribune  and  notary  of  the  praetorians,"  directing  him  to  bring 
Ibas  and  the  other  accused  prelates  into  Phcenicia  for  trial,  is 
dated  on  the  2Gtb  of  October,  448.  The  whole  proceeding  is  a 
good  illustration  of  imperial  absolutism  in  matters  affecting  the 
Eastern  Church. 

The  record,  as  read  at  the  Council  of  Chalcedon,  says  that  the 
commissioners  sat  in  the  new  episcopal  house  at  Eerytus,  in 
presence  of  Damaacius,  of  the  three  accused  bishops  and  of  the 
ten  accusers.  Flavian  sent  his  deacon  Eulogius  to  represent  him. 
Damascius  opened  the  proceedings ;  Eulogius  described  Flavian's 
part  in  the  business ;  and  after  it  had  been  arranged  that  Uranius 
should  have  the  aid  of  a  Syriac  interpreter,  Ibas  was  requested  to 
state  what  had  happened  at  Antioch.  He  did  so :  Samuel  chal- 
lenged his  accusei-s  as  to  the  censure  alleged  to  have  been  incurred 
by  himself  and  Cyrus ;  the  record  of  the  Antiochene  Council  was 
read.  Then  the  newly  ftumed  "  libellus  "  of  the  four  priests  was 
read :  they  were  ordered  to  go  further  into  particulars ;  they  pro- 
duced a  string  of  chaises  eighteen  in  number  and  very  miscel- 
laneous. Some  imputed  to  Ibas  a  misappropriation  of  Church 
property:  he  had  kept  out  of  the  Church  treasury  a  rich 
jewelleil  chalice  presented  by  a  holy  man  eleven  years  before; 
he  had  handed  over  the  ecclesiastical  revenues,  and  gifts  of  great 
value  offered  for  the  Church's  use,  to  Ids  own  relations ;  he  had 
even  spent  on  their  dwellings  the  funds  raised  for  redemption  of 
captives.  He  was  fuithermoro  charged  with  simony,  with  ordain- 
ing grossly  unfit  persons,  and  particularly  his  nephew  Daniel, 
whom  he  made  bishop  of  "  the  city  of  the  Pagans  "  {Carrhse) 
although  his  scandalous  profligacy  was  notorious.     Only  one  count. 
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the  eleventh,  touched  on  dogma :  "  He  is  a  Nestorian,  and  calls 
the  blessed  bishop  Cyril  a  heretic."  Three  charges,  said  Samuel^ 
were  pi-e-eminently  grave ;  the  first  was  that  which  afiected  the 
faith.  Then  Maras  quoted  the  saying,  "  I  do  not  grudge  Christ." 
Ibas  indignantly  denied  that  he  had  ever  said  so;  he  would  rather 
be  cut  to  pieces  a  thousand  times.  "  Well,  what  was  the  proof  ?  " 
"It  is  the  custom  with  us,"  Samuel  said  in  efifect,  "  that  on  Easter- 
day,  or  before  it^  the  bishop  gives  some  festival-gifts  to  the  clergy 
with  his  own  hand,  after  making  an  address.  About  three  years 
ago,  on  such  an  occasion,  Ibas  uttered  those  words.  Many  heard 
it,  and  here  are  three  present  who  did  so.  We  can  name  others." 
Ibaa  answered,  "  There  are  about  two  hundred  clergy,  more  or  leas, 
atEdessa:  the  clei-gy  have,  in  a  letter  to  Domnus,  attested  my 
orthodoxy;  should  not  their  testimony  outweigh  the  charge 
brought  by  a  few  ?  "  Samuel  was  called  upon  to  name  the  three 
witnesses  then  pi-esent.  They  were  David,  Maraa,  and  Sabbas, 
three  deacons.  Ibas  made  a  remark  as  to  Maras  ;  and  then  ensued 
a  dispute  between  liimself  ami  Samuel,  as  to  the  latter'a  former 
assertion,  "Life  died."  The  judges  recalled  the  parties  to  the 
matter  in  hand  :  **  Who  has  heard  Ibas  utter  the  blasphemy  ? 
must  not  all  the  clei^  have  been  present  ? "  Eulogius  answered, 
"  Many  people  m-o  afraid  to  testify  against  Ibaa.  He  has  perse- 
cuted one  who  would  not  sign  the  declaration  in  Ids  favour. 
Others  have  been  forced  to  sign  it  on  j)eril  of  excommunication.'* 
"  Not  so,"  said  Ibas ;  "  some  fifteen  had  excommunicated  themselvee 
when  I  suspended  fwrn  communion  the  partisans  of  my  accusers." 
He  repeated  that  he  anathematized  any  one  who  should  utter 
such  a  blasphemy  as  he  never  heard  even  from  a  demon — 1,«.  in. 
exorcism.  As  for  the  speech  about  CyrO.  he  pleaded  that  if  ho 
ever  did  call  Cyiil  a  heretic,  it  was  when  the  "  Oriental"  Council 
anathematized  him :  he  had  acted  with  his  exarch  (or  patriarch) — 
meaning  John  ;  and  this  was  before  Cyril  had  explained  his  own 
meaning  and  reconciled  himself  to  the  Orientals.  "  Can  you 
prove/'  said  the  judges  to  the  accusers,  "  that  he  ever  called  Cyril 
a  heretic  ajitr  the  Reunion  ?  "  Ibas  here  remarked  that  after  Cyril 
had  "  interpreted  his  articles,"  he  was  in  communion  and  friendly 
oorrespondence  with  him :  no  one  th6n  called  Cyril  a  heretic.  The 
accuser  Maras  said,  "  Last  year  he  said  he  had  regarded  Cyril  as 
a  heretic  until  he  anathematized  his  own  articles."  "We  all 
deemed  him  a  heretic,"  said  Ibas,  "until  he  held  private  com- 
munications with  John  and  accepted  the  formulary  conveyed  by 
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Pftul."  Samuel  inaiated  that  Ibas  was  glossing  and  qualifying  his 
own  statemant :  and  at  tUia  point  the  letter  of  Ibas  to  Maiis  was 
read.  It  does  not  appear  how  this  docmnent  could  prove  anything, 
for  the  heterodoxy  which  it  imputes  to  Cjrril  is  treated  as  a  thing 
of  the  past,  not  to  say  that  it  was  written  several  years  before 
Cyril's  death.  A  paper  addressed  to  the  commissioners  by 
sixty-three  clerica  of  Edesaa,  and  dated  shortly  before  Easter, 
affirmed  that  they  had  never  heard  of  their  bishop's  having  uttered 
the  blasphemy  attributed  to  him,  and  that,  if  they  had  continued 
to  communicate  or  to  officiate  with  one  who  had  uttered  it,  they 
would  have  incurred  the  extremest  penalties.  They  entreated  the 
judges  to  send  back  Ibas  in  time  to  perform  the  solemnities  of  the 
ensuing  Easter.  According  to  the  probable  view,  the  proceedings 
at  Berytus  were  inconclusive :  the  trial  was  adjourned  to  a  subse- 
([uent  day,  and  was  concluded  at  Tyre,  when  the  commissioners 
lieard  further  evidence  on  the  same  point  adduced  by  priests 
and  monks  firom  Mesopotamia,  Ibas  again  denied  the  chai-ge : 
the  judges,  as  Photius  told  the  story  at  Chalcedon,  endeavoured 
CO  mediate,  and  allayed  the  indignation  caused  in  the  city  by 
"  the  grossness  of  the  blasphemy,  and  the  importunity  "  of  these 
new  accusers,  by  desiring  them  to  depart  from  Tyre,  and  then 
effected  a  sort  of  reconciliation  between  Ibas  and  his  accusers, 
which  was  sealed  by  their  joint  reception  of  the  Eucharist.  A 
formal  record  was  drawn  up,  which  bears  the  date  of  25th  February, 
"after  the  consulate  of  Flavius  Zenu  and  Postumianus."  It 
makes  Tyre  the  scene,  and  says  nothing  about  any  proceedings 
at  Berytus :  it  dwells  solely  on  the  charge  of  heresy ;  and  after 
describing  the  assiuances  given  on  this  point  by  Ibas,  including 
Ji  promise  to  anathematize  Nestorius,  it  states  the  terms  of  the 
reconciliation.  "We  persuaded  Ibas  to  receive  the  aforesaid 
persons  as  his  own  children,  and  we  persuaded  them  to  meet  him 
as  a  father/'  Ibus  was  solemnly  enjoined  to  "  grant  oblivion  " 
to  those  who  had  offended  him,  and  never  to  visit  their  offence 
by  official  penalties  or  by  pia.sing-over  of  seniority,  but  to  treat 
all  with  impartial  kindness ;  and  of  his  own  accord  he  promised 
to  administer  the  funds  of  his  Church  by  stewards  appointed,  from 
among  his  clergy,  after  the  custom  of  the  Church  of  Antioch.  It 
was  added  that  even  if  he  had  just  reason  for  displeasure  with 
any  of  the  four  chief  accusers,  he  should  punish  them,  not  on  his 
own  authority,  but  by  the  judgment  of  archbishop  Domnus,  "on 
account  of  the  previous  ill-feeling."     The  document  was  signed  by 
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Photius  and  Eustathius  (Uranins's  name  does  not  appear)  and  by 
the  qa&ndam  accusers;  but  Ibas  does  not  sign.  So  ended  the 
trial  by  imperial  commissioners :  the  accused  prelate  was  clearly 
acquitted,  and  treated  as  an  orthodox  member  of  the  episcopal 
body, 

Bnt  all  thb  was  far  from  abating  the  agitation  in  Ibas's  own 
city.  His  life  was  not  safe  on  hb  return,  and  he  again  quitted 
Edessa.  An  imperial  order  for  a  new  trial  was  procured ;  it  was 
to  be  carried  out  by  the  count  Chssreas,  president  of  the  province 
of  Osrhoene,  of  which  Edessa  was  the  capital.  He  was  met  on  his 
arrival,  April  12,  449,  by  a  crowd  of  monks  in  a  white  heat  of 
anti-Nestorian  and  savagely  personal  wrath,  whose  recorded  outcries 
are  such  as  to  make  their  "  zeal "  for  Christ's  divinity  a  portentous 
sample  of  seK-deceit.  "  No  one  will  have  a  Judas  for  his  bishop ! 
To  the  gallows  with  the  new  Iscariot  1  To  the  fire  with  the  race 
of  Ibas ! "  Other  charges  beside  those  which  touched  on  doctrine 
were  brought  forward ;  "  Ibas  has  falsified  the  text  of  Cyril's 
writings;"  "he  has  appropriated  the  linen  of  St.  Barbara's 
church."  But  the  main  stress  was  laid  on  the  profane  dictum 
which  Ibas  had  disowned,  and  another  was  quoted,  "  It  was  but  a 
mere  man  that  the  Jews  crucified."  Of  course  there  was  no 
question  of  seriously  examining  and  judicially  estimating  the 
charges :  if  Chsereas  had  wished  to  do  so,  he  would  himself  have 
become  a  mark  for  poptdar  fury.  The  sentence,  therefore,  pro- 
nounced on  April  18,  was  a  foregone  conclusion:  it  was  duly 
reported  to,  and  duly  confirmed  by,  Theodosius ;  Eutyches  insti- 
gated Chrysaphius  to  procure  Ibaa's  banishment  to  forty  stations' 
distance,  and  he  ere  long  acquired  considerable  experience  of  the 
variety  of  "  Oriental "  places  of  imprisonment. 


CHAPTER  XLIV. 


THE  COUNCIL  OF  CONSTANTINOPLE  IN  448. 


Before  the  expulaion  of  Ibas  had  been  finally  brought  about,  as 
deacribed  at  the  oud  of  the  last  chapteVj  signs  of  efl'ectivo  opposition 
to  the  movement  associated  with  the  name  of  Eutyches  had 
begun  indeed  to  show  themselves.  But  down  to  the  summer  of 
448  that  movement  had  hardly  experienced  any  serious  check, 
Eutyches  himself  had  for  some  years  enjoyed  the  i-eputatiou  of  a 
saintly  ascetic  and  of  a  zealous  defender  of  orthodoxy.  He  was 
looked  up  to  by  the  whole  monastic  party  as  the  vigilant  guardian 
of  the  Cyrilline  tradition,  who  might  be  trusted  to  detect  and 
denonnce  all  tendencies  to  the  condemned  Nestorian  heresy.  His 
hand  had  been  at  work,  we  cannot  doubt,  in  the  movements  against 
Ibas  and  Irenseus  and  Theodoret.  Early  in  448  Theodoret  had 
been  forbidden  to  set  foot  outside  his  own  small  diocese :  almost 
immediately  afterwards  IrenEeus  had  been,  as  far  as  the  Emperor's 
will  could  effect  it,  deposed :  the  measures  against  Ibas  were 
in  full  awing  by  about  Easter  in  the  same  year.  Eutyches 
was  naturally  full  of  confidence  as  to  the  future  progress  of  the 
campaign  gainst  Neatoriaiuzors.  Domnus  of  Antioch.  once  so 
bold  as  to  accuse  him  to  the  Emperor  on  the  score  of  a  revival  of 
Apollinarianism,  had  now  email  chance  of  exerting  influence  to 
his  detriment;  Dioscorus  of  Alexandria  was  definitely  his  ally. 
There  remained  Leo  of  Rome,  and  to  Leo  Eutyches  wrote  in  the 
May  of  448,  informing  him  in  general  terms  that  certain  persons 
were  reviving  the  Nestorian  heresy.  Leo  replied  on  the  1st  of 
June,  gravely  commending  his  "  dear  son's  "  solicitude  on  behalf 
of  orthodoxy,  assuring  him  that  it  would  receive  assistance  from 
the  Divine  Author  of  the  Catholic  faith,  but  intimating  that  he 
"would    require  more  particular  information  as   to  the  persons 
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referred  to,  before  he  could  take  any  action  in  the  way  of  extir- 
pating the  pest. 

When  Eutyches  received  this  letter,  he  could  hardly  have 
anticipated  that  he  svould  himself,  within  a  few  months,  be  invok- 
ing Leo's  help  against  an  eccleaiasticol  censure  pronounced  on  the 
ground  of  his  having  erred  from  the  faith  in  a  direction  opposite  to 
the  Nestorian.  Yet  so  it  was;  and  there  was  a  special  significance 
in  the  fact  that  tliis  censure  was  originally  procured  by  one  who 
had  been  among  the  very  first  to  make  a  stand  against  Nestorius, 
and  who  could,  therefore,  speak  with  more  weight  against  the 
extremes  of  anti-Nestorian  reaction.  This  was  Ensebius,  who,  as 
a  layman  and  a  barrister  at  Constantinople,  had  opened  the 
campaign  against  Nestorius  by  a  public  declaration  in  the  early 
part  of  429,  in  which  the  opinions  of  the  then  bishop  of  Con- 
stantinople were  (mistakenly  indeed)  identified  with  those  of  the 
heresiarch  Paul  of  Samosata.  Since  those  days,  he  had  become 
bishop  of  Doryheum  in  Phrygia ;  he  had  never  slackened  in  his 
theological  zeal,  and,  as  an  anti-Nestorian,  had  formed  a  friendship 
with  Eutyches  himself.  But  when  he  came  to  the  conclusion  that 
the  archimandrite  was  wresting  Cyril's  words,  and  exaggerating 
Cyril's  theory,  in  a  sense  inconsistent  with  any  true  belief  in 
Christ's  manhood,  he  did  not  hesitate  between  his  iriendslxip  and 
his  duty,  "  Not  once  nor  twice/'  but  oftener,  he  tried  the  effect 
of  personal  remonstrance  with  Eutyches ;  but  he  found  that 
admonition  was  thrown  away.  Eutyches  stuck  to  his  own  position, 
employed  language  which  to  Eusebius  appeared  "  incompatible 
xi'ith  the  right  faith/'  and  even  taxed  him  ^\Tth  Nestorian  heresy. 
The  latter,  thereupon,  had  recourse  to  Flavian  as  archbiBhop. 
Flavian  was  an  intimate  friend  of  Eusebius.  and,  what  was  more, 
had  reason  to  dislike  at  least  one  of  the  court-magnates  on  whose 
support  Eutyches  could  reckon:  but,  as  we  have  seen,  he 
had  listened  somewhat  too  readily  to  the  violent  adversaries  of 
the  bishop  of  Edessa,  whom  Eutyches  would  represent  as  an 
arch-Nestorian ;  he  had  recently  consecrated  the  altar  of  Eutyches's 
own  monastic  church ;  and  lie  strongly  deprecated  a  new  con- 
troversy, which  would  bring  him  into  collision  with  the  monastic 
party,  and  might  not  improbably  give  an  advantage  to  whatever 
force  survived  in  Nestorianiam.  He  might  think  that  to  accuse 
a  zealous  anti-Nestorian  of  confounding  the  Godhead  and  the 
Manhood  sounded  ver)'  much  like  a  repetition  of  the  charges  so 
pertinaciously  brought  against  C}Til  while  he  was  at  feud  with  the 
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Orientals.  Surely  it  was  not  well  to  rekindle  the  smouldeiing 
fire ;  surely  the  safer  course  was  to  put  the  best  interpretation  on 
words  which  a  zealous  but  unlearned  monk  had  used  in  the 
fervour  of  liis  loyalty  to  the  ducLiine  of  tlie  Hypostatic  Union. 
Accordingly,  we  have  his  own  word  for  it  that  he  tried  to  pacify 
Euaebiua.  *'  Do  not  press  the  matter,  I  beg  of  you  \  let  it  rest." 
In  vain :  Eusebius  was  tirmly  persuaded  that  he  must  contend 
earnestly  against  one  extreme,  just  as  he  had  led  the  way  in 
denouncing  the  other. 

There  were  then,  as  often  happened,  some  bishops  staying  at 
Constantinople  for  purposes  connected  with  their  own  Churches  :  a 
custom  had  grown  up  whereby  such  prelates  assembled  round  the 
bishop  of  Constantinople  and  discussed  various  Church  matters  in 
a  meeting  which,  though  irregular  in  its  formation,  acquired  by 
degrees  the  name  of  the  "  sojourning  synod/'  and  greatly  assisted 
the  growth  of  Constantinopolitan  authority.  A  dispute  had  just  at 
this  time  broken  out  between  Florentius^  metropolitan  of  Sardis, 
and  two  of  his  sutfnigana,  Cosainius  and  John,  bishops  of 
Hieroc£esai*ea  and  of  Hyrcanis.  The  two  latter  had  repaired  to 
Constantinople :  Florentius  had  sent  certain  clerics  of  his,  with 
hia  own  statement  of  the  case.  The  archbishop  invited  the  other 
bishops  to  consider  it  in  the  '*  secretarium  "  or  business-room  of  his 
palace.  They  assembled  accordingly  on  Monday,  November  8, 
448.  The  documents  were  read  and  a  decision  was  given ;  and  the 
bishops  probably  supposed  that  they  might  now  disperse,  when 
'  Eusebius,  who  was  one  of  them,  rose  and  presented  a  "  libellus  " 
■or  formal  indictment,  which  ho  conjured  hia  brethren  to  hear  read. 
Even  then,  it  would  seem,  Flavian  attempted  to  quash  the  matter ; 
but  Eusebius  persisted,  and  Flavian  had  no  choice  but  to  order 
the  presbyter  and  notary  Asterius  to  read  the  paper,  in  wluch  Euse- 
bius vehemently  complained  of  Eutyches  for  having  "  moved  his 
blasphemous  tongue  against  Christ,"  and  for  having  applied  the 
name  of  "  heretic  '*  to  approved  "  fathers  "  and  to  the  complainant 
himself,  who  had  never  been  even  suspected  of  heresy  but  on  the 
contrary  had  always  fought  against  heretics,  and  who  adhered  to 
the  doctrine  of  the  Nicene  Council,  to  the  acts  of  the  Epheaian 
Council,  and  to  the  teaching  of  Cyril,  of  the  great  Athanasius.  "  of 
Grogory,  of  Gregory,  of  Gr^ory  "  (meaning  the  three  Gregories  of 
Neocsesarea,  Nazianzus,  and  Nyssa),  of  Atticus,  and  of  Proclus. 
He  therefore  supplicated  his  colleagues  to  summon  Eutyches 
before  them,  that  the  latter  might  meet  the  charges  which  he 
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bad  to  bring  forward.  "  For  I  am  ready  to  convict  Mm  as  being  a 
mere  pretender  to  the  reputation  of  orthodoxy  and  aa  wholly 
alien  from  the  orthodox  faith,  and  I  conjui*e  you  by  the  holy  and 
consubstantial  Trinity,  who  preserves  our  Christ-loving  Emperors, 
and  by  the  safety  and  permanence  of  our  most  pioua  Emperora 
Theodosius  and  Valentinian,  always  august,  to  command  Eutyches 
to  attend  your  holy  synod  and  to  defend  liimself  against  my 
iiccusatioEs ;  so  that,  after  I  shall  have  convicted  hiiu,  those  who 
have  been  misled  by  him  may  be  set  right,  and  the  orthodox 
faith  may  even  now  be  seen  to  triumph."  After  the  reading  of 
this  "  libellus,"  he  set  his  hand  to  it  in  duo  form. 

Flavian  then  sjwke.     He  was  astounded  at  what  they  had  just 
heard,   whereby   "  the   most  pious   presbyter  and   archimandrito 
Eutyches"  was  subjected  to  so  grave  a  censure.     He  suggested 
that  Eusebiua  should  confer  with  liim ;  and,  if  he  were  then  found 
to  be  heterodox,  that  would  be  the  right  time  to  summon  him  before 
the   synod.     Eusebius   answered   that,  having   been   a   friend   of 
Eutyches,  he  had  repeatedly  tried  to   bring  him  right;   but  he 
could  appeal  to  many  who  had  been  present  at  these  conferences 
whether  Eutyches  had  not  remained  obstinate.    Let  him  be  sent 
for  now,  to  come  and  answer ;  and  when  convicted,  let  him  cease 
to  mislead  many  as  he  had  done  by  perverse  teaching.    Flavian 
again,  almost  humbly,  begged  Eusebius  to  take  the  trouble  of 
visiting   the  monastery  and  suggesting  to  Eutyches  what  was 
befitting  and  what  tended  to  peace.    No,  Eusebius  aaid,  he  could 
not  revisit  Eutyches  after  Ids  previous  failures ;   let  the  Council 
summon  Eutyches  to  its  presence.     "  For  I  cannot  allow  such  a 
aiiatter  to    be  left    unexamined."     The    bisliops   answered    that 
Eusebius  ought  to  have  complied  \vith  the  request  of  the  arch- 
bishop.    "But  since  we  see  you  persist,  what  you  have  desired 
shall  be  done.     Only  your  formal  charges  must  be  recorded  in  our 
minutes,  in  order  to  an  accurate  examination  of  the  case."    It  was 
agreed  that  John,  a  presbyter,  and  official  "  advocate  "  of  the  Church 
of  Constantinople,  with  a  deacon  named  Andrew,  should  visit 
Eutyches,  exhibit  to  him  the  "  libellus  "  of  Eusebius,  and  summon 
him  to  attend  the  Council  and  defend  himself  on  the  grave  charge 
brought  against  hiuL    To  our  notions  the  strange  thing  about  the 
matter  in  this  stage  is  that  the  "  libellus  "  contained  no  detinite 
charge.    A  modem  court  would  certainly  have  told  Eusebius  that 
he  must  not  affirm  vaguely,  or  even  offer  to  prove  generally,  that 
Eutyches  was  heterodox,  but  must  say  plainly  what  kind  of  eiror 


4 


XLiv.]  TIte  Council  of  Constanthiopie  in  448.      449 


he  imputed  to  Eutyches,  ajid  by  what  kind  of  evidence  he  proposed 
to  establish  the  imputation. 

Tlie  Council  adjourned,  and  after  allowing  an  interval  of  four 
days  reassembled  on  Friday  the  12th  of  November.  Eusebius 
mode  a  long  speech,  intended  to  meet  at  the  very  outset  all  im- 
putations of  "  Xestorianizing."  He  asked  that  a  certain  theological 
epistle  of  Cyril  Lo  Neatorius  miglit  be  read;  it  had  beon  I'cat!  at 
the  Council  of  Ephesus,  and  all  who  sat  in  that  synod  pronounced 
it  to  be  orthodox :  he  for  his  part  adhered  to  it.  There  was  also 
a  second  letter  of  Cyril,  addressed  to  the  synod  of  the  Orientals, 
when  a  treaty  took  place  between  him  and  them;  let  that  also 
be  read.  Here  let  us  pause  to  observe,  that,  as  the  records  show, 
the  first  letter  mentioned  by  Eusebius  was  what  we  call  the  "  second 
letter  of  Cyril "  to  Nestorius :  he  entirely  passes  over  the  tMrd 
letter^  to  which  were  appended  the  Twelve  Articles,  and  a  cleai'er 
proof  could  not  be  given  that  he,  at  any  rate,  did  not  regard  the  third 
letter  as  possessing  the  authority  of  the  Ephesian  CounciL  It 
is,  indeed,  surprising  to  see  !iow  absolutely  he  leaves  it  out  of 
his  reckoning  ;  for  he  calls  the  epistle  to  John,  Lcvtentur  Coeli, 
"  Cyril's  second  letter ; "  it  is  really  the  third  of  his  great  theo- 
logical letters.  Flavian  remarked  that  these  documents  were  well 
known,  and  wei'e  "  daily  rwid  with  prufit "  by  the  faithftd ;  still, 
there  was  no  objection  to  Eusebiu3*s  proposal.  They  were  read 
accoaliugly,  and  entered  in  tlie  minutes.  Eusebius  requested  the 
Council  to  signify  its  solemn  assent  to  their  teaching,  that  all 
might  know  that  whosoever  might  "  weaken  its  force "  would  be 
deemed  "an  enemy  of  the  Church  and  alien  from  the  priestly 
assembly;"  and  Flavian  then  declared  that  the  letters  of  Cyril 
just  read  were  a  correct  expression  of  the  Nicene  faith,  and  set 
forth  "that  which  we  have  always  held  and  still  hold" — to  thu 
effect  that  "  Our  Lord  Jesus  Christ,  the  Only-begotten  Son  of  God, 
was  perfect  God  and  perfect  Man,  of  a  rational  soul  and  a  body, 
having  been  as  to  His  Godhead  begotten  of  the  Father  before 
the  ages  without  beginning,  but  at  the  end  and  in  the  last  times, 
the  Selfsame,  for  ua  and  for  our  salvation  bom  of  Mary  the  Virgin 
as  to  His  manhood ;  co-essential  with  the  Father  as  to  His  Grodhead, 
co-essential  with  His  Mother  aa  to  His  Manhood.  For  we  confess 
that  Christ,  after  the  Incarnation,  is  of  (from)  two  natures,  in  one 
hypostasis  and  one  person ;  we  confess  one  Christ,  one  Son,  one  Lord. 
And  those  who  do  not  choose  to  think  thus  we  exclude  from  the 
holy  assembly  of  priests  and  from  the  whole  body  of  the  ChurcL" 
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Here  we  may  observe  that  Flavian  adopts,  for  the  most  part,  the 
language  of  the  Formulaiy  of  Reunion,  but  yet  makes  some 
clianges :  t.g,  he  inserts  the  phrase  "  without  beginning ;  "  he  says 
"co-essential  with  His  Mother,"  instead  of  "with  us,"  which  was 
somewhat  of  a  backward  step;  on  the  other  hand,  instead  of 
saying  merely  that  an  "  union  of  two  natm-es  "  took  place,  he  goes 
further,  and  says — what,  indeed,  the  Formulary  implied — that 
Christ  aa  Incarnate  was  "  of  two  natures : "  an  expression  by  which 
he  clearly  meant  that  the  Loni  Jesus  had  existed  and  did  exist  in 
two  spheres  of  being,  without  prejudice  to  His  single  and  Divine 
personality ;  a  meaning  which  was  afterwards  elucidated  by  the 
change  of  a  preposition,  when  "  of  (from)  two  natures  *'  was  altered 
iut^j  *'  in  two  uiituras  *'  in  Flavian's  own  later  confession  and  in  the 
final  draft  of  the  dogmatic  formulary  of  Chalcedon.  In  fact,  Basil 
of  Seleucia,  who  followed  Flavian  in  the  order  of  speaking,  actually 
used  the  x^hrasc  **  in  two  natures,"  and  Soleucus  of  Amasia  did  the 
like.  Longinus  of  Chersoneaus  repeated  Flavian's  phrase  "  of 
two  natures ;  "  a  Wcsteni-born  prelate,  Julian  of  Cos.  who  was  pope 
Leo's  agent  for  Roman  Church  affairs  at  Constantinople,  said,  "  We 
confess  the  two  natures  in  one  person  : "  other  bishops  intimated  in 
various  ways  their  adhesion  to  the  teaching  of  Cyril,  one  of  them 
affirming  that  John  of  Antioch,  "  the  leader  of  the  Orient,  had 
followed  C^yril."  Finally,  Eusebius  requested  that,  since  some 
bishops  then  staying  at  Constantinople  were  absent  from  the 
Council,  either  tlirough  ill  health  or  through  want  of  information 
as  bo  its  meeting,  they  might  be  made  acquainted  with  the  pro- 
ceedings and  enabled  to  signify  their  assent;  and  this  was 
agreed  to. 

The  Council  held  its  third  sitting  on  Monday  the  15th  of 
November ;  the  two  messengers  who  had  been  deputed  at  the  first 
sitting,  a  week  before,  to  visit  Eutyches  reported  that  they  went 
to  the  monastery,  read  the  memorial  in  the  hearing  of  the  abbot, 
and  summoned  him  on  the  part  of  the  Council  to  attend.  He 
answered  to  this  effect :  "  I  have  ma<ie  a  resolution  never  to  leave 
my  community  in  order  to  go  anywhitlier;  it  Ls  a  rule  which  I 
have  all  along  observed.  Tell  the  Council  that  Eusebius  is  an 
old  enemy  of  mine,  and  has  made  up  this  charge  simply  in  order 
to  insult  and  vilify  me.  I  am  ready  to  adhere  to  the  dogmas  of 
Nica^a  and  Ephesus :  if  in  them  there  is  any  error,  I  do  not  censure 
it  nor  do  I  accept  it ;  I  *  search  the  Scriptures '  alone,  as  more  sure 
than  the  expositions  of  the  fathers.     After  the  Incarnation,  that 


4 


XLiv.]  The  Council  of  Constantinople  in  448,      451 

is,  after  tlie  Nativity  of  our  Lord,  I  adoi*e  one  *  nature/  and  that 
the  'nature'  of  God  incarnate  and  made  man."  He  produced  and 
read  from  a  book,  to  the  same  purport.  Thus  far,  then,  he  was 
"verbally  in  accortlance  with  CyriL  He  added,  "  Some  have  vilified 
me  by  saying  that  I  have  asserted  that  the  Word  brought  down 
His  tieah  with  Him  from  heaven.  I  am  not  ameuablu  to  tliia  false 
cliarge.  But  that  our  Lord  was  bom  of  two  natures  personally 
united,  is  a  statement  wliich  I  never  found  in  the  expositions  of  the 
fathers ;  nor  do  I  accept  it,  if  anything  of  the  kind  should  prove  to 
have  been  said  by  any  one :  for  Scripture,  as  I  have  said,  is  better 
than  the  teaching  of  the  fathers."  He  admitted  that  the  Virgin- 
bom  was  "  perfect  God  and  perfect  Man."  But  when  John  the 
"advocate,"  speaking  to  him  in  a  low  voice  as  if  apart,  asked  him 
whether  he  owned  the  Word  to  be  co-essential  with  the  Father  as 
to  Godhead,  arid  with  us  as  to  Manhood,  Eutyches  asked,  "  What 
says  the  Creed?"  "Co-easentkl  with  the  Father,"  said  John. 
"  Hold  to  that,"  said  Eutyches,  "  for  so  do  I  too;"  and  he  added, 
still  speaking  to  John  aside,  that  Christ  was  indeed  "  co-essential 
with  His  Mother,"  or  "  had  a  tleah  co-essential  with  his  Mother, 
but  not  with  us."  This  closed  the  conversation.  A  deacon  attend- 
ing on  Basil  of  Seleucia,  Athanasius  by  name,  had  been  present  at 
this  conference,  and  confirmed  on  the  whole  the  statements  of 
John  and  Andrew.  Eusebius  now  moved  for  a  second  citation ;  it 
was  put  into  %vriting,  and  committed  to  two  priests,  Mamas  and 
Theopliilus.  When  they  were  gone,  Eusebius  stood  forth  in  the 
midst,  and  said  he  had  learned  that  Eutyches  had  been  circulating  a 
"  tome  "  among  the  inmates  of  the  monasteries.  Let  Abraham,  the 
priest  of  the  "  martyry  "  of  Hebdomon,  bo  examined  as  to  the  fact. 
Abraham  accordingly  appeared ;  he  was  in  readiness.  Was  Euse- 
bius's  statement  true?  asked  Flavian.  He  anaweretl,  "Emmanuel 
the  archimandrite  sent  me  to  Asterius  the  presbyter,  to  tell  him 
that  Eutyches  had  sent  him  a  '  tome  '  on  doctrine,  and  was  trying 
t<i  get  him  to  sign  it.  He  intended  Asterius  to  report  tliis  to  your 
Holinessos."  Messengers  were  directed  to  inquire  at  the  monasteries ; 
Peter  and  Patrick  at  those  in  the  city,  Hhetoriua  and  Eutropius  at 
those  at  Syae  over  the  water,  Paul  and  John  at  Chalcedon.  Mamas 
and  Theopliilus  now  returned.  Tiiey  had  naked  the  monks  whom 
they  saw  at  the  door  of  Eutyches's  monastery  to  tell  the  archiman- 
drite that  they  brought  a  message  from  the  synod.  "  The  lord 
archimamlrite  is  ill,"  said  the  monks,  "  and  cannot  see  you.  Tell 
us  what  you  have  to  communicate."    "  No,  our  business  is  with 
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him :  we  Lave  ^vi-itten  finstructions/'  The  monks  went  in,  and 
roturned  with  another  monk,  Eleusiniua,  who  was  introduced  to 
them  as  deputed  by  Eutyches  to  receive  the  message.  The 
messengers  again  i-efused  to  deal  with  Eutyches  through  a  third 
person ;  the  monks,  peri:jlexed,  began  to  whisper  to  each  other. 
The  messengers  asked,  "  Why  are  you  so  disturbed  ?  Nothing  un- 
pleasant is  involved  ;  we  have  no  secrets, — we  Iiave  to  obey  our 
instructions  written  down,  and  to  tell  Eutyches  what  they  contain. 
See,  it  is  a  second  citation  from  the  sjtiojI."  A  second  parlejTng 
produced  a  message  that  Eutyches  would  see  the  envoys.  The 
citation  was  read  to  him;  he  had  recourse  to  his  evasions.  He 
had  a  rule  against  going  outside  the  monastery ;  let  him  not  l>e 
troubled  again  upon  that  point ;  the  synod  and  the  archbishop 
knew  he  was  old  and  worn  out ;  he  would  take  this  second  as  if  it 
were  a  thinl  citation ;  let  them  do  what  they  thought  fit,  without 
more  formality.  Eutychoa  had  a  written  paper  of  his  o\vn,  which 
he  signed  and  wished  the  messengers  to  take  charge  of,  to  be  read 
to  the  Council.  From  a  later  passage  in  the  minutes  it  ap(>ear!) 
that  he  entered  on  a  theological  discussion  in  the  presence  of 
another  abbot  named  Maximus.  "  What  is  the  Scriptural  authority 
for  two  nattires  ? "  Mamas  and  Theophilus  retorted,  "  Do  you  show 
us  what  Scripture  asserts  the  Homoousion ! "  "  It  is  in  the  ex- 
position of  the  fathers,"  said  Eutyches.  "  Well,  the  fathers  have 
also  in  their  expositions  affirmed  two  natures."  Tlieophilus  also 
asked,  "  Is  God  the  Wonl  jierfect  ? "  "  Yes."  "  la  the  Incarnate 
perfect  man  ?  '*  "  Yes,"— Eutyches  admitted  this.  "  If,  then,  two 
perfects  thus  make  up  one  Son,  what  hinders  us  from  saying  *  one 
Son  from  two  natures  *  1 "  "  Be  it  far  from  me,"  said  Eutyches, 
"  to  say  that  Christ  is  from  two  natures,  or  to  speculate  abont  my 
God."  He  could  not  say  "  two  natures : "  he  must  stand  by  the 
belief  which  he  had  always  held  ;  he  intended  to  die  in  it.  "  If 
they  wish  to  depose  me,  or  take  any  measures  against  me,  they 
must  do  what  God  iiermits ;  if  I  am  condemned,  let  my  monasteiy 
be  my  tomb !  " 

It  was  resolved,  notwithstanding  Eutyches's  deprecation  of  a 
third  citation  as  useless,  to  send  it  by  Memnon  the  sacrist, 
Epiphanius,  and  a  deacon  named  Gonnanus.  The  Cooncil 
adjourned  nntil  the  next  day,  Tuesday  the  16th,  when  an  abbot 
named  Abraham,  and  three  deacons  from  Eutyches's  monastery^ 
appeared  with  a  message  from  Eutyches  himself.  "He  is  ill," 
said  Abraham.     *'  By  your  prayers ! "  (i.c.  so  surely  as  you  are 
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pious  men)  "  he  could  not  sleep  at  all  luat  night  for  groaning ;  and 
his  groans  kept  me  awake  too.  For  in  the  evening  he  called  me 
to  him  on  this  account :  ho  told  me  to  say  somethini^  to  my  lord  " 
(tho  archbishop).  *'We  do  not  want  to  press  hard  on  him/'  replied 
Flavian  ;  *'  it  is  God's  part  to  make  him  well,  ours  to  wait  till  he 
is  well.  Our  object  is  not  to  cut  off  any  one,  but  to  increase"  (the 
number  of  the  true  members  of  the  Church) :  "  wo  ai-o  not  children 
of  inhumanity,  but  of  the  philanthropy  of  God.  For  if  *  He  who 
was  rich  became  poor  for  our  sakea/  we  also  ai'o  bound  to  follow 
His  lofty  poverty ;  for  we  are  constitutod  by  GckI  for  deeds  of 
philanthropy."  Abraham  pi-oposed  to  deliver  his  message ;  but 
Flavian  asked  how,  when  one  man  was  tho  accused,  another  could 
speak  for  him  ?  If  Eutyches  would  come,  he  would  be  coming  to 
fathers  and  brethren,  to  men  not  ignorant  of  the  faith,  and,  more- 
over, to  men  who  still  clung  to  his  friendship.  "  Many  have  heard 
him  and  have  been  scandalized.  His  accuser  presses  the  charge, 
and  he  ought  to  defend  himself.  K  once,  when  Nestorius  opposed 
the  truth,  ho  (Eutyches)  came  forward  in  its  behalf,  much  more 
ought  ho  now  to  come  forward  for  the  truth  and  for  himself. 
Ecpentanee,"  he  added,  '*  does  not  bring  confusion ;  the  disgrace  is 
in  adhering  to  sin.  Let  him  come,  and  we  will  condone  the  past, 
if  he  confesses  his  error  and  anathematizes  it ;  and  let  him  give 
the  synod  guarantees  for  the  future,  that  he  adheres  to  the 
exposition  of  the  fathers,  and  will  not  teach,  or  speak  to  any  ono, 
otherwise.  This  is  his  duty,  I  assure  you."  Ho  added,  with  a 
touch  of  tenderness  which  reveals  his  character,  *'I  knew  him 
befom  you  did :  he  knew  me  before  he  know  you : "  Abraham 
was  moved :  "  It  is  so,  by  your  feet  I "  The  synod  again  adjourned ; 
and  Flavian  said  to  the  monastic  delegates,  "  You  know  how 
zealous  the  prosecutor  (Eusebius)  is.  Firo  itaelf  seems  cold  to 
him.  God  knows,  I  exhorted  and  entreated  him  not  to  press  this 
charge ;  but  when  he  would  press  it,  what  could  I  do  ?  Do  I  wish, 
any  of  you  to  be  dispersed  abroad  ?  God  forbid  I  do  I  not  rather 
desire  to  gather  you  together  ?  To  disperse  is  the  port  of  enemies ; 
to  unite  is  tbat  of  fathers." 

In  the  fifth  session,  held  on  the  17th  of  November,  the  bearers 
of  the  third  citation  were  examined.  It  appeared  that  Eutyches, 
on  receiving  tliem,  had  referred  to  the  message  which  he  had  sent 
by  Abraham,  ami  the  tenor  of  which  was  that  he  would  adhere 
to  the  Nicene  and  Ephesian  decisions,  and  to  the  whdc  writings  of 
Cyril — meaning  apparently  to  include  those  in  which  C>Til  had 


454 


The  Age  of  the  Fathers, 


[Chap. 


spoken  of  "one  nature  incarnate."  Eusebius  broke  in  with  the 
natural  though  impatient  question,  "  Wliat  of  the  past  ?  Am  I 
to  be  nonsuited,  if  he  now,  under  pressure^  signs  a  formulary?" 
Flavian  tried  to  calm  him  :  "  No  one  wants  to  make  you  withdraw 
your  charge,  or  to  excuse  him  from  defending  himself  for  the  past." 
"Let  me  not  be  prejudiced  by  this  offer  of  his/'  cried  Eusebius: 
"  I  have  witnesses  to  prove  that  he  has  repeatedly  perswted  in  his 
errors  in  spite  of  my  frequent  admonitions.  Tell  a  set  of  convicts 
in  prison,  '  Don't  rob  for  the  future ! ' — of  course  they  will  all 
promise."  Flavian  reiterated  Ids  assurances.  Memnon  resumed 
his  report,  how  Eutychea  litul  pleaded  ill-health  as  his  reason  for 
sending  Abraham,  and  how,  when  pressed  to  come  in  person,  he 
fell  back  on  his  expectation  of  something  to  be  gained  by  Abraham's 
influence  with  the  archbishop  and  the  synod,  and  at  last  had  asked 
for  a  week's  delay.  Next  Monday  he  would  really  come,  and 
make  his  defence.  Eusebius  then  asked  for  a  report  of  the  depu- 
tations sent  to  the  several  monasteries.  It  appeared  that  Peter 
and  Patrick  had  visited  one  under  the  rule  of  abbot  Martin.  He 
had  received  a  formulary,  brought  to  him  on  the  12th  of  November 
from  Eutyches.  He  had  refused  to  sign  it :  such  signature  was 
for  bishops,  not  for  liim.  The  messenger,  apparently,  had  said  to 
him,  as  from  Eutyches,  "  The  bishop  will  crush  you  in  time  if  he 
succeeds  in  crushing  me."  "What,"  asked  Flavian,  "did  the 
paper  contain  ? "  A  profession  of  adherence,  so  they  had  been 
told,  to  the  acts  of  Epheaus :  the  paper  was  signed,  but  they  were 
not  allowed  to  read  the  signatures.  Another  abbot  named  Faiistus 
said  that  two  messengers  had  brought  him  a  *'  tome "  to  sign, 
describing  it  as  the  creed  of  the  318  and  also  of  the  Ephesian 
Council.  He  had  said,  "  We  have  copies  of  these  documents ;  let 
us  see  whether  yours  has  had  any  additions  made  in  it : "  they 
refused,  and  departed.  Another  said  he  had  only  been  told  that 
the  archbishop  would  send  round  a  "  tome "  for  signatures,  aad 
had  been  warned  not  to  sign  it.  In  two  other  quarters  no  tome 
had  been  received  Eusebius  again  rose,  and  pressed  the  Council 
to  pass  sentence :  surely  here  was  proof  enough  against  Eutychea 
to  make  a  defence  impossible ;  he  was  scheming  to  gain  time ; 
his  promise  to  attend  in  a  week's  time  was  inconsistent  with 
his  previous  declarations  against  crossing  his  convent-threshold. 
Flavian  calmly  replied  that  the  evidence  before  them  was  indeed 
sufficient,  but  that,  in  order  to  a  fuller  examination,  the  delay 
which  he  soUcited  should  be  granted  to  him.     If  on  the  22nd  of 
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November  he  did  not  appear,  he  should  bo  deprived  of  his  priesthood 
and  abbacy. 

The  22nd  of  November  come ;  and  two  deacons  were  sent  by 
the  Council  to  summon  Eutyches.  They  searched  the  bishop's 
bouse,  they  searched  the  cathedral ;  they  found  "  neither  him  nor 
any  one  of  his."  Tu^o  others  were  despatched ;  they  reported  that 
they  had  not  found  Iiim,  but  had  learned  that  he  was  coming  with 
a  great  bo^ly  of  soldiers,  manks,  and  "  apparitors  "  of  the  praetorian 
prefect.  John  the  "advocate"  confirmed  tins  tidings,  adding  that 
they  would  not  let  Eutychea  enter  the  Council-room,  "  unless  we 
promise  to  restore  him  to  them."  Moreover,  Magnus  the 
"  silentiary  "  or  "lifeguard"  was  at  the  door,  sent  by  the  Emperor. 
The  door  was  opened :  Eutyches  and  Magnus  entered.  The  latter 
produced  a  paper,  in  which  the  Emperor  signified  his  intention  to 
uphold  the  faith  as  proclaimed  at  Nica?a  and  Ephcsus,  and  ordered 
that  the  "  patrician  Florentius,  being  a  person  well  approved  for 
right  faith,  should  be  present  at  the  synod,  since  it  was  a  question 
of  faith/'  This  was  not  to  make  him  actually  a  member  of  the 
synod ;  and  the  implied  permission  to  act  as  an  assessor  was  not 
rested  on  any  general  lay  right,  but  on  the  sovereign's  exceptional 
command.  The  usual  acclamations  in  honour  of  the  Emperor 
were  made  as  a  matter  of  course ;  and  some  voices  even  exclaimed. 
in  a  strain  substantially  reproduced  at  the  Hampton  Court 
Conference,  "  To  the  high-priest  Emperor ! "  Flavian  then  asked 
whether  Eutyches  himself  wished  Florentiua  to  be  present. 
Eutyches  answered  briefly,  *'Do  what  pleases  God  and  your  Holi- 
ness ;  I  commend  myself  to  you."  Magnus  was  desired  to  fetch 
Florentius  :  he  suggested  that  the  Council  had  better  indicate  its 
own  readiness  to  receive  him  by  sending  some  cleric  along  with 
himself.  Flavian  answered  with  dignity,  "If  the  Emperor 
had  bidden  us  to  send,  we  would  have  done  so;  but  since 
be  has  not,  do  you  go  yourself  alone."  Florentius  came:  the 
accuser  and  defendant  were  directed  to  stand  out  in  the  midst ; 
and  Aetius,  deacon  and  secretary,  read  the  minutes.  When 
the  Formidary  of  Reunion  was  read  in  Cyril's  Ltzienivi/t  Gosli 
Eusebius  with  his  usual  impetuosity  bm-st  out,  "  By  your  feet, 
this  man  does  7u>t  confess  this  I  he  never  did  agree  to  it ;  he  has 
spoken  in  a  contrary  sense  to  any  one  whom  he  met  I "  Florentius 
suggested  that  "  pope  "  (father)  Eutyches  should  be  asked  whether 
he  accepted  it.  Eusebius  was  not  to  be  thus  checked:  "Let  all 
the  minutes  be  read  through !    They  will  prove  my  case.     I  ought 
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not  to  be  prejudiced,  if  he  now  promises  to  sign  some  formulary  ; 
I  could  appeal  to  bishops — Melipbthougus,  Joviau,  Juliau — wlio 
know  tbat  lie  has  taught  ainisa.  let  liim  deny  it  as  he  may!  " 
Flavian^  as  before,  tried  to  quiet  Eusebius,  but  he  cried  out,  *'  I  am 
afraid  of  his  intrigues.  Ho  is  rich,  I  am  ix)or.  Ho  threatens  me 
with  banishment ;  he  already  depicts  the  Oasis  as  my  destined 
abode."  Flavian  began  to  lose  pitieuco :  *'  If  you  say  this  a 
thousand  times,  we  shall  not  prefer  auytliiug  to  the  truth."  Again 
the  lay  assessor  interposed  in  be]ialf  of  fair  play  and  orderly 
conduct  of  business :  "  Let  Eutyches  !)e  asked  to  state  his  belief." 
Another  protest  from  Eusebius,  another  assurance  from  Flavian^ 
and  Eusebius  asked  whether  he  admitted  an  union  of  two  natures 
made  in  one  Person,  or  not.  "You  hear,  presbyter  Eutyches," 
said  Flavian,  *'  what  your  accuser  says.  Tell  us  whether  yea 
admit  an  union  from  two  natures."  Eutyches  answered,  "  Yes, 
frmti  two  natures."  Eusebius  put  a  question  which  brought  out 
the  intended  force  of  the  phrase,  unitm  of  two  natures.  "  Do 
you  admit  two  natures  afitr  the  Incarnation,  and  do  you  say  that 
Christ  is  co-essential  with  us  according  to  tlie  flesh,  or  not  ? "  "I 
did  not  come  to  dispute,  but  to  state  to  your  Holinessea  what 
I  hold.  Let  this  i>aper,  which  expresses  it,  he  read."  "  Head  it 
yourself."  "  I  cannot."  "  Why  not  ?  Is  it  youra^  or  another's  ? 
If  it  is  yours,  read  it  yourself."  Eutyches  answered  that  it  was 
Ills,  but  was  equivalent  to  "  the  exposition  of  the  fathers."  "What 
fathers?"  asked  Flavian,  waxing  impatient  at  his  incurable 
evasiveness.  "  Sj>eak  for  yourself ;  what  need  have  you  of  a 
paper  ? "  He  shuflled  again,  with  a  strange  monastic  puerility ; 
professing  to  adore  the  Holy  Trinity,  to  confess  the  Son's  coming 
in  flesh  as  having  taken  place  from  the  flesh  of  the  holy  Virgin, 
imd  His  having  perfectly  become  man.  Of  coiu^e  this  was  not 
accepted  as  explicit.  Flavian  asked  whether  Eutyches  confessed 
the  one  Son  to  be  co-essential  with  His  Mother  according  to  Man- 
hood, as  with  His  Father  according  to  Godhead  ?  Eutyches 
deprecated  this  query.  "  I  have  said  what  I  think  of  the  Father, 
Son,  and  Holy  Spirit :  ask  me  no  more."  Flavian  could  not  but 
persist :  "  Do  you  confess  Christ  to  be  vmi)  of  two  natures  ?  " 
Eutyches  answered  that  he  had  never  yet  allowed  himself  to 
"speculate"  about  his  God,  the  Lord  of  heaven  and  earth.  He 
had  never  yet,  he  said,  called  "the  Body  of  our  Lord  and  God  oo- 
essential  with  «*/'  but  he  had  admitted  the  Virgin-Mother  to  l>e 
co-essential  with  uSj  and  that  "our  God"  took   ttesh  from  her. 
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Basil  pointed  out  the  inference  :  if  Chriat's  Mother  was  co-essential 
with  ns,  so  must  Christ  be  according  to  the  flesh.  Eutyches 
yielded  this  point :  "  Since  you  now  aay  so,  I  agree  with  you  all." 
Ilia  difficulty,  it  appeared,  was  this  :  he  was  afraid  that  by  calling 
Christ  thus  co-essential,  he  would  he  denying  that  Christ's  lK>dy, 
though  human — for  that  he  acknowledged  it  to  be — was  "  the  body 
of  God."  That  he  should  have  felt  such  a  difficulty  pruvos  the 
confusedness  of  his  thought,  and  also  the  real  affinity  betweeu  his 
mind  and  that  of  the  Apolliuarians  and  the  real  gap  whicli  stretched 
between  his  point  of  view  and  Cjril^s.  He  submitted  to  the 
archbishop's  authoiity  so  far  aa  to  acknowledge  this  human 
co-esaentiality  in  the  Christ,  saving  always  the  full  recognition  of 
His  divinity  as  "the  Lord  of  heaven  and  earth,  enthmued  and 
reigning  with  the  Father."  But,  when  further  asked  by  Florentius 
to  acknowledge  "  our  Lord,  who  was  bom  of  the  Virgin,"  to  be,  ttfta^ 
the  Incarnation,  "  of  two  natures,"  he  answered — and  the  words  are 
memorable  as  representing  the  gi-ound  to  which  he  held  fast — "  I 
confess  that  om*  Lord  was  of  two  natures  before  the  Incarnation  " 
(literally,  the  "  imion  ") ;  "  but,  after  the  Incarnation,  I  acknowledge 
one  nature." 

The  first  part  of  this  sentence  was  literally  an  absurdity,  for 
before  the  Incarnation  or  "  union,"  it  was  impossible  that  our 
Lord  should  have  been  "  of  two  natures,"  should  have  been  any- 
thing but  simply  God.  His  humanity  could  not  have  beeu  then 
in  existence.  Tlie  admissioUj  then,  was  meaningless  and  valueless. 
But  what  was  the  significance  of  the  second  proposition  ?  Ceitainly 
not  what  Cyril  had  explained  himseli*  to  mean  by  the  assertion  of 
"  one  nature,  but  that  an  incarnate  one/'  or  "  one  nature  of  God 
the  Word,  even  as  incarnate."  For  Cyril  understood  that  phrase 
to  guard  the  singleness  of  the  divine  Self  or  Ego  of  the  Word,  both 
beforo  and  after  His  assumption  of  humanity.  Eutyclies  clearly 
did  not  use  "  nature  "  in  this  sense,  for  his  previous  recognition  of 
two  "  natures "  before  the  union  shows  that  he  understood  nature 
in  the  sense  of  "essence,"  or  sphere  of  being.  When,  then,  having 
asserted  "  two  natures  before  the  imion,"  he  asserted  "  only  one 
nature  after  it,"  he  could  only  mean  to  deny  that  Godhead  and 
Manhood  were  united  in  the  person  of  the  Word  as  Incarnate, 
— of  the  Son  of  God  aa  made  Man.  If  this  meant  anything  at 
aU,  it  amounted  to  a  retractation  of  the  admission  that  Christ  was 
of  "one  essence  with  men  according  to  the  flesh."  For,  if  He 
hod  not,  as  man,  a  himian  nature.  He  was  not  of  one  essence 
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with  men  acconling  to  the  ticsh.  It  cotdd  not  be  said  that  he 
merely  desired  to  restrict  the  word  "  nature  "  to  the  higher  of  two 
spheres  of  existence  which  our  Lord  occupied  as  Incarnate ;  there 
WB3,  indeed,  ample  precedent  for  such  a  restrictive  use,  but  in 
the  first  part  of  the  crucial  sentence  Eutyches  had  spoken  of  two 
natnres,  one  of  which  must  mean  "  humanity."  On  the  whole, 
then,  it  seemed  that  Eutyches'a  deliberate  statement  was  incon- 
sistent with  any  clear  belief  in  the  present  and  permanent 
humanity  of  oiir  Lord,  It  was  to  be  interpreted  by  the  language 
which  men  of  his  party,  and  most  probably  lie  himself,  were  using 
when  Tlieotioret  wrote  hia  "  Dialogues  " — language  which  flatly 
affirmed  an  absorption  of  the  humanity  by  the  Deity.  Accordingly, 
the  synod  required  him  clearly  to  anathematize  whatever  was 
contrary  to  the  dogmas  which  had  been  read,  i.t.  to  both  the 
Cyrilline  letters  inserted  in  the  minutes.  Eutyches  showed  signs 
of  hesitation :  "I  have  already  told  you  that  liitherto  I  have  never 
said  this/'  meaning,  doubtless,  the  statement  about  the  human 
co-essentiality ;  "  but  since  your  Holinesses  affirm  this,  I  say  it, 
though  I  have  not  foimd  it  plainly  taught  in  Scripture,  and  all  the 
fathers  did  not  teach  it.  But  as  for  anathematizing  whatever  con- 
tradicts the  writings  in  question,  woe  is  me  if  I  anathematize  my 
fathers  1 "  At  this  one  or  two  of  the  bishops  cried  out,  "  Anathema 
to  him  1  *'  As  to  what  followed,  there  was  afterwards  much  dispute. 
Flavian,  after  asking  "what  the  accused  person  there  present 
merited  for  refusing  to  accept  tlie  ruling  of  the  synod,  and  per- 
sisting in  his  perverse  misbelief "  (here  he  speaks  with  a  harshness 
unlike  himself),  is  said  to  have  given  it  as  his  judgment  that  if 
Eutyches  would  anathematize  his  own  doctrine,  and  agree  with  the 
bishops,  who  were  but  follo^ving  the  traditions  of  the  fathers,  he 
would  be  worthy  of  pardon;  but,  if  he  persisted  in  his  trans- 
gression, he  would  incur  the  penalties  of  the  canons.  Then,  accord- 
ing to  the  minutes,  Eutyches  replied  that  he  would  my  what  was 
required  of  him,  but  would  not  anathematize. 

What  exactly  happened  at  tliis  crucial  moment  is  not  easy  to 
tell.  The  "  acts  "  of  the  Council,  as  they  were  taken  down  at  the 
time  by  the  secretaries  and  read  at  the  Council  of  Ephesus  in  the 
next  year,  did  not  always  tally  with  the  evidence  of  various 
witnesses  who  at  Ephesus  gave  their  recollections  of  what  had 
happened  at  Constantinople.  The  confusion  had  clearly  been 
great.  Longinns  asserted  that  the  bishops  sitting  at  the  back 
never  knew,  and  therefore  could  not  be  expected  to  remember. 
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what  had  been  going  on  in  front.  Seleucua  thought  that  owing 
to  the  noise  his  own  words  were  never  put  down  at  all.  Aetius  the 
secretory  admitted  that,  acting  under  orders,  he  had  not  put  on  the 
minutes  much  that  was  said  by  bishops  in  the  way  of  couversatiou 
and  suggeation,  and  also  that  the  statement  of  a  single  bishop,  if 
he  was  understood  to  be  expressing  the  mind  of  the  rest,  was 
entered  in  the  form  "  the  holy  synod  said."  Thus  we  are  not 
surprised  to  find  some  conflict  of  testimony  both  as  to  the  exact 
questioner  and  as  to  the  exact  question  put  when  the  long  exami- 
nation came  to  its  close.  Constantine  the  monk,  Eutyches's 
chief  representative,  maintained  that  Flavian  was  the  questioner, 
and  tliat  he  asked  for  an  anathema  from  Eutyches  on  all  who 
would  not  say  "Two  natures."  The  acts  ai-e  silent  about  such 
a  question  at  tliis  point,  and  Basil  professed  himself  unable  to 
remember  that  anything  like  it  was  said  in  the  ilnal  confusion, 
but  hinted  that  Euaebius  as  accuser  had  on  an  earlier  occasion 
made  a  demand  in  those  tenns.  Florentius,  however,  remembered 
that  when  Flavian  naked  this  question,  Eutyches  replied  by 
referring  to  a  "  codex "  of  Athanasiua.  In  the  acts  this  appears 
as  a  reply  to  Florentius  himself,  and  Eutyches  refers  to  Cyril, 
as  well  as  (mistakenly)  to  Athauasius,  for  "  One  nature  after  the 
union."  The  Council  was  growing  more  and  more  impatient: 
one  bishop  told  Eutyches  that  if  he  would  not  confess  one  Only- 
begotten  Son  from  two  natures,  he  was  denying  either  the  Incar- 
nation (literally,  the  "  Economy ")  or  the  Divinity.  Florentius 
saw  that  the  bishops  were  urging  Eutyches  to  yield,  and  exhorted 
him  to  acknowledge  two  natures  after  the  union,  in  order  to  escape 
the  impending  sentence.  Eutyches  clung  to  his  formula :  he 
thought  that  if  he  gave  it  up,  he  would  be  giving  up  Athanaaius. 
Basil  tried  to  point  out  that  he  ought  to  atld  the  word  "  incarnate  " 
to  "  one  nature,"  in  onler  really  to  follow  Atlianasiua  (who  was 
supposed,  we  again  observe;  to  have  written  the  paper  containing  the 
phrase) ;  if  he  did  not,  he  would  be  asserting  a  commixture  or  con- 
fusion. Seleucus  suggested  that  the  bishops  should  cause  their 
several  statements  of  faith  to  be  read,  and  that  Eutyches  should  be 
asked  to  assent  to  them  :  a  cumbrous  and  impracticable  expedient, 
which  was  not  adopted.  The  scene  ended  in  the  abandonment  of  all 
farther  attempts  on  the  constancy  or  obstinacy  of  the  old  man, 
against  whom  a  strong  resentment  had  been  growing  and  gathering 
force.  It  was  of  no  use  to  try  to  move  him.  He  could  not  be 
won  over.     Some  bishops  remarked  that,  if  he  were  to  yield  under 
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strong  "  pressure/'  it  would  not  be  a  real  act  of  "  faith."  "  He 
will  not  agree  with  us  :  why  attempt  to  persuade  him  ?"  and  the 
sentence — which,  acconling  to  Constantine*s  statement,  hml  been, 
drafted  before  Eutyches  entered  the  assembly — was  pronounced  by 
Flavian,  to  the  effect  that,  since  Eutyches  was  thoroughly  proved 
to  be  affected  with  the  miabeHef  of  Valentinus  and  of  Apollinaria 
(the  mention  of  Valentinus  was  a  flourish  of  polemical  exaggera- 
tion), and  had  resisted  the  persuasions  and  instructions  of  the  synod, 
he  was  pronounced  by  tlie  synod,  through  the  authonty  of  **  Jesus 
Christ  whom  he  had  blasphemed  " — an  imitatiou  of  the  Ephesian 
sentence — to  be  extraneous  to  all  priestly  office,  to  the  communion 
of  the  bishops,  and  to  the  headship  of  ids  own  monastery.  All 
who  henceforth  should  converse  with  him  would  bo  involved  in 
excommunication.  This  sentence  was  signed  by  twenty-nine 
bishops,  according  to  the  Gi-eek  text  of  the  signatures.  If  Basil's 
memory  may  be  trusted,  Eutyches  had  already,  in  reply  to  those 
who  urged  him  to  confess  two  natures,  offered  to  do  so  if  the  fathers 
of  Borne  and  Alexandria  (Leo  and  Dioaciirus)  Wf)uld  require  it  of 
him.  No  one  else  appears  to  have  hoard  or  attended  to  this ;  but 
when  the  assembly  was  bruken  up,  Eutyches  said  in  a  low  voice  to 
Florentius,  "  I  appeal  to  the  synods  of  Homo,  of  Egypt,  and  of 
Jerusalem." 

Such  was  the  trial  and  condemnation  of  Eutyches  by  the  local 
synod  of  Constantinople  in  the  Novemlwr  of  448.  If  one  is  struck, 
in  reading  the  record,  by  the  contrast  of  tone  l>etwcen  such  men 
as  Flavian  and  Basil  on  the  one  hand  and  the  fiery  Eusebius  on  the 
other — if  the  care  to  observe  duo  forms  by  an  elalwrate  series 
of  citations  appears  somewhat  inconsistent  with  the  disposition 
evinced  in  the  imputation  of  Valentinianism  to  the  unlearned  old 
abbot — we  must  also  see  in  Eutyches  not  merely  a  dogged  and  unin- 
telligent fidelity  to  what  he  deemed  an  Athauasiau  formula,  but 
also  a  consciousness  of  his  own  influential  position  and  a^  facility 
of  finesse  and  evasion  which  does  not  increase  our  sympatliy  or 
our  respect.  The  question  of  interest,  indeed,  is  whether  Eutyches 
was  substantially  a  heretic  ?  Was  he  more  than  a  mere  bewildered 
formalist — a  man  who,  at  the  close  of  life,  found  himself  suddenly 
transferred  from  the  position  of  a  revered  ascetic  chief  to  that  of  a 
theological  criminal,  and  who,  amid  the  pitiless  storm  of  eccle- 
siastical vituperation,  lost  his  head  and  kept  ropoating  obnoxious 
words  without  attaching  to  them  any  coherent  sense  ?  One  would 
gladly  think  that  this  was  so ;  yet  his  langriage  at  the  Council 
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does  not  soeni  to  be  that  of  a  pt3raon  who  meant  to  acknowledge  a 
true  Lumanity  in  the  Incarnate,  and  who  was  only  unfortunate  in 
"usirxg  ttirma  which  appeared  to  explain  it  away.  And  if  Theodoret's 
**  Eranistes  "  is  at  all  a  description  of  Eutyches,  or  of  any  person 
or  peraons  whom  Eutyches  represented  or  upheld  by  his  influence, 
one  con  Iianily  help  imputing  to  him  a  practical  negation  of 
monbocKl  as  coexisting  vdih  Grodhead  in  the  Christ ;  and  we  know 
that  he  talked  freely  and  eagerly  on  the  subject,  and  did  his  utmost 
to  disseminate  a  mode  of  speaking  which  he  represented  as  the 
only  safeguard  against  Nostoiianism,  although  he  must  have  known 
that  it  was  not  in  accordance  with  the  language  of  the  Reunion — 
that  it  expressly  avoided  the  use  of  terms  which  Cyril  on  that 
occasion  had  consented  to  adopts  and  thereby  set  aside  the  safe- 
guards which  experience  had  proved  necessary  for  the  truth  that 
"  Very  God  "  l)ecame,  in  a  full  sense,  "  Very  Man."  At  the  same 
time,  historical  fairness  constrains  us  to  acknowledge  that  it  was 
somewhat  stringent  dealing  for  the  "  sojourning  synod  "  of  Con- 
stantinople to  impose  tlie  acceptance  of  the  "  two  natures  "  on 
peril  of  deposition  and  excommunication.  It  could  only  be  by 
inference  that  the  phrase  coidd  claim  any  full  patristic  authority, 
fdthough  it  had  been  distinctly  used  by  Gregory  Nazianzen  in  an 
autobiographical  poem,  and  Athantusins  had  as  tlistinctly  applied 
the  term  "  nature  '*  to  Christ's  manhood.  And  if  it  were  said  that 
the  Homoousion  had  once  been  imposed  when  it  was  practically  a 
novel  term  in  Catholic  language — when  it  had  even  been  associated, 
in  the  former  century,  with  conceptions  grossly  uncatholic — the 
answer  might  bo,  that  the  Council  of  Nicfea  was  one  thing,  and 
the  little  assembly  wluch  met  in  Flavian's  "  cabinet "  was  another. 
The  justification  of  the  latter  consists  in  the  fact  that  it  had 
ascertained,  to  its  own  satisfaction,  that  Eutyches  really  fell  short 
of  such  a  recognition  of  Christ's  humanity  as  was  essential  to 
soundness  of  Christian  faith;  that,  although  he  was  far  enough 
from  being  a  rationalist,  and  repeatedly  Llisclaimed  all  "  specula- 
tion" as  to  his  Divine  Eedeemer's  Person,  and  pleaded  that 
Scripture,  the  supreme  authority  in  matters  of  Christian  dogma, 
did  not  constrain  him  to  accept  the  formula  proposed — yet,  taking 
him  with  his  antecedents,  he  must  be  found  wanting  in  regard  to 
the  truth  that  Christ,  the  Incarnate  Son,  admitted  to  be  personally 
one  and  Divine,  took  our  humanity  in  its  original  completeness, 
and  thereby  occupied  a  lower  or  human  sphere  of  being  together 
with  the  higher  or  Divine  sphere  in  which  He  had  existed  from 
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eternity.  Tlie  principle,  then,  which  Eutyches  represented  was  a 
profoundly  erroneous  one;  and  it  waa  this  principle  which  was 
struck  ac  when  he  was  condemned.  This  does  not  amount  to  a 
vindication  of  all  the  language  applied  to  Eutyches  himself.  It 
does  vindicate  the  condemnation  of  "  Eutychianism." 

Flavian  followed  up  the  sentence  by  sending  a  priest  named 
TheodosiuH,  with  sume  other  clerics,  to  the  monastery  of  the  deposed 
abbot,  to  warn  liis  monks  that  they  must  hold  no  intercourse  with 
him,  and  that  the  property  of  the  monastery  must  be  kept  in  trust 
for  the  poor.  Those  who  should  disobey  this  mandate  were  to 
incur  excommimication.  The  monks  preferred  this  penalty  to 
obedience.  It  is  remarkable  that  neither  Eutyches  himself,  nor 
any  presbyter  adhering  to  him,  celebrated  the  Eucharist  in  the 
monastery  during  nearly  nine  montiia  subsequent  to  the  CounciL 
A  passive  submission  to  the  censure  was  thus  far  rendered  ;  whereais 
one  might  have  expected  that,  as  deeming  it  unjust,  they  would 
have  refused  to  deprive  themselves  of  Communion  at  the  bidding 
of  those  who  pronounced  it.  Flavian  is  said  to  have  encouraged  a 
"  multitude "  to  vilify  Eutyches  as  "  a  heretic,  a  blasphemer,  a 
Manichean,"  in  the  episcopal  house  and  in  the  market-place ;  and 
we  can  well  Ijclieve  that  ho  caused  the  sentence  to  be  read  in 
various  churches  and  "  martyries,"  and  to  be  signed  by  members 
of  the  monastic  conimunitiea  Such  a  course,  Eutyches  declared, 
had  not  been  previously  taken  even  against  heretics ;  but  then  it 
might  be  answered  that  heresy  on  the  part  of  an  abbot  waa  a  new 
phenomenon.  Flavian  also  sent  information  to  the  chief  bishope 
of  the  East,  and  we  can  imagine  the  satisfaction  with  which 
Theodoret  received  it.  He  wrote  to  Flavian,  panegyrising  him  as 
a  "  radiant  luminary  of  the  world,"  who  had  "  turned  night  into 
mid-day : "  he  had  bro\ight  comfort  to  those  who  were  suffering 
uRliction  for  the  faith's  sake,  and.  like  a  lighthouse  in  front  of  a 
harbour,  had  warned  the  unwaiy  against  rocks.  Even  the  adver- 
saries of  the  truth  were  admiring  the  courage  which  he  had  shown. 

But  Flavian  did  not  write  to  Leo  of  llome  as  speedily  as  would 
have  been  expedient.  Eutyches  was  beforehand  with  him,  and 
sent  to  Leo  a  dolorous  complaint  as  to  the  treatment  which  he  had 
received  At  the  age  of  seventy,  he  was  in  peril  of  being  "cast 
out  of  the  number  of  the  orthodox,  and  of  being  shipwrecked  at 
the  close  of  life."  He  declared  that  he  had  recourse  to  Leo  as  a 
defender  of  religion,  disclaimed  all  innovations  in  faith,  repudiated 
Apollinarianism  in  detail^  and  subjoined  a  copy  of  the  paper  which 
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ho  hod  presented  at  the  lata  synod  and  which  Flavian  had  declined 
to  receive.  The  Latin  version  of  this  letter,  or  rather  fragment  of 
a  letter,  exhibits,  beside  the  Eutychian  "libellus,"  a  apurious 
passage  ascribed  to  pope  JuliuSj  asserting  "  one  nature  "  as  in- 
volved in  "  one  person."  Entyches  also  memorialised  other  leading 
biahopa,  doubtless  in  the  same  sense  as  in  his  letter  to  pope  Leo : 
and  he  must  have  written  with  special  confidence  to  Dioscorus  of 
Alexandria. 

Flavian's  own  letter  to  Leo  ia  undated,  but  cannot  be  earlier  than 
January,  449.  He  expressed  his  grief  at  the  apostasy  of  Eutyches, 
but  proceeded  to  describe  the  "  sometime  pi*esbyter  Eutyches  "  as 
having  thrown  off,  at  the  late  Council,  the  sheep's  skin  which  hod 
concealed  his  woliishneas.  *'  He  said  that  our  Lord,  since  He  is 
i-ecoguised  as  being  of  one  person,  ought  not  to  be  regai'ded  as  of 
two  natures  after  the  Incarnation  ;  and  that  His  flesh  was  not  co- 
essential  with  us,  as  if  taken  from  us ;  that  the  Virgin  was  co-essential 
with  na,  but  the  Lord  had  not  taken  from  her  a  flesh  jo  co-essential : 
and  that  His  body  was  not  the  body  of  a  man,  but  a  human 
body."  This  was  hardly  ingenuous;  for  Eutyclias  had  at  lost 
admitted  the  Lord's  human  co-essentiality.  Flavian  concluded  by 
saying  that  he  had  sent  therewith  a  copy  of  the  minutes,  and 
requesting  that  Leo  would  communicate  the  facts  to  all  his 
subordinate  bishops.  There  is  not  a  word  in  the  letter  which 
implies  reference  to  Leo's  judgment  as  supreme,  or  which  submits 
the  recent  sentence  to  his  revision. 

Before  this  letter  arrived  Leo  had  ^vritten  to  Flavian,  on  the 
18th  of  February,  449.  From  his  letter  it  appears  that  Theodosius 
had  written  to  him  at  the  same  time  as  Eutyches,  and  probably 
in  a  sense  favourable  to  the  latter.  Leo  says,  therefore,  that  he  is 
surprised  at  not  having  heard  from  Flavian  about  the  recent 
agitation  at!  Constantinople — that,  in  fact,  Flavian  ought  to  have 
informed  him.  He  has  read  Eutyches 'a  letter :  he  understands 
that  he  had  appealed  against  the  sentence,  and  tliat  the  appeal  had 
been  ignored,  so  that  Eutyches  had  had  to  publish  protests  at 
Constantinople;  and  under  these  circumstances  he  does  not  see 
why  Eutyches  should  have  been  excommunicated.  "  Let  me 
know/'  he  says  in  effect,  "  what  are  the  rights  of  this  case :  I  must 
not  give  an  ex  ptirte  opinion.  Eutyches  declares  that  he  is  ready 
to  be  corrected,  if  in  any  point  he  is  proved  to  have  erred.  In 
Buch  cases,  great  care  should  be  taken  to  eschew  wrangling,  to 
preserve  charity,  and  also  to  defend  the  truth."     By  the  same 
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Tnessenger  he  sent  a  letter  to  Theotlosius,  praising  his  solicitude  for 
religion,  but  saying  that  he  did  not  as  yet  clearly  make  out  what 
had  moved  Flavian  to  excoimnunicate  Eutyches.  Nor  did  the 
charge  drawn  up  byEosebius  go  beyond  generalities.  He  needed, 
therefore,  precise  information,  in  order  that  he  might  judge  aright. 
"  I  have  therefore  expressed  to  Flavian  my  displeasure  at  liis  still 
keeping  back,  by  silence,  the  facts  of  so  grave  a  case,  whereas  he 
ought  to  have  taken  care  to  state  them  fully  to  us  in  the  first 
instance.  Now,  at  any  rate,  I  hope  he  will  do  so."  We  must 
observe  Leo's  magisterial  tone,  and  his  eagerness  to  assume  the 
seat  of  judgment  as  if  two  parties  had  appealed  to  his  decision. 

Flavian's  reply  was,  in  fact,  his  second  letter  to  Leo,  probably 
written  in  March.  A  right  "  dividing  "  of  the  word  of  truth  was, 
he  began,  of  supreme  interest  for  bishops.  He  proceeded  to  state 
the  error  of  Eutyches.  He  had  said  that  there  were  two  natures 
of  Christ  before  the  Incarnation,  but  that  after  it  there  existed 
but  one :  whereas,  as  Leo  knew,  the  union  did  not  confound  the 
properties  of  the  natures,  but  even  in  the  union  the  properties  of 
the  two  natures  remained  entire.  Eutyches,  moreover,  wliile 
calling  the  Lord's  body  human,  had  denied  that  it  was  co-essential 
with  us,  or  that  it  was  of  our  substance  or  of  human  material 
organization.  (This  was  again  an  unfair  exaggeration  of  Eutyches'a 
words.)  Flavian  then  quoted  from  the  acts  of  Ephesus  a  passage 
in  Cyril's  second  letter  to  Nestorius,  as  decisive  against  Eutyches : 
"  The  natures  which  came  together  into  a  true  union  are  different, 
but  from  them  results  one  Christ  and  Son ;  yet  not  as  though 
the  difference  of  the  natures  had  been  taken  away  to  make  the 
union."  He  gave  a  brief  account  of  the  late  trial.  Leo  ought  to  be 
informed,  he  added,  that  Eutyches  had  not  only  not  repented,  but 
had  presented  to  the  Emperor  a  petition  full  of  arrogance  and 
insolence,  endeavouring  to  trample  the  canons  underfoot.  From 
Leo's  letter  Flavian  had  learned  also  that  Eutyches  had  given  him 
a  false  account  of  the  facts.  He  had  never  made  any  formal  appeal 
to  Leo.  This  being  the  state  of  the  case,  Flavian  requests  Leo  to 
"  signify  in  writing  his  assent  to  the  deposition  which  has  been 
regularly  pronounced ; "  such  action  on  his  part  is  all  that  is  now 
needed :  the  excitement  will  be  allayed,  and  the  new  Council 
which,  according  to  common  report,  lis  likely  to  be  held  will  be 
prevented,  so  that  the  churches  of  the  whole  world  will  be  spared 
disturbance.  One  thing  is  quite  clear  on  the  face  of  this  letter : 
the  archbishop  of  Constantinople  has  no  notion  of  pleading  befare 


I 


4 


XLiv.]  The  Council  of  Constantinople  in  448.      465 

bim  of  Borne  as  before  a  supreme  judge.  He  tells  Leo  tbat  be  bas 
been  misinformed ;  be  assumes  bis  assent  to  tbe  C!onstantinopolitan 
sentence  wben  its  bearings  are  rigbtly  understood ;  be  testifies  bis 
deep  respect  for  tbe  see  of  Eome,  but  be  makes  not  tbe  faintest 
recognition  of  any  claim  of  Boman  supremacy. 

For  some  reason  wbicb  we  cannot  now  ascertain  Flavian's 
first  letter  was  delayed  considerably  beyond  tbe  natural  time  for 
its  arrival.  It  bad»  at  last,  arrived,  witb  tbe  copy  of  tbe  acts  of 
tbe  recent  Coxmcil  attacbed  to  it,  wben  Leo  acknowledged  it 
on  tbe  21st  of  May  in  a  brief  letter,  indicating  generally  bis 
agreement  witb  Flavian's  view,  and  bis  regret  at  tbe  lapse  of 
Eutycbes  from  ortbodoxy,  or,  as  be  says,  from  catbolic  tradition ; 
and  also  promising  a  fuller  answer — wbicb  promise,  some  weeks 
afterwards,  be  made  good  by  writing  bis  famous  Tome.  Flavian's 
second  letter  did  not  reacb  Home  until  after  tbe  Tome  was  written, 
and  was  acknowledged  by  Leo  on  tbe  20tb  of  June. 
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CHAPTEE  XLV. 

THE    PKKPAEATIONS  FOE  A  NEW  GENERAL  COUNCIL. 

EuTTCHEs,  as  we  have  seen,  was  not  in  the  least  disposed  to 
acquiesce  in  the  sentence  which  had  been  pronounced  by  his  arch- 
bishop at  the  head  of  a  local  synod.  He  added  to  his  published 
protests  a  memorial  to  Theodosius,  in  which  he  requested  him  to 
siunmon  a  General  CoimciL  The  Emperor,  though  a  sentiment  of 
irritation  against  Flavian  had  been  produced  in  his  mind,  did  not 
at  once  accede  to  this  request.  He  tried  to  persuade  Flavian  to 
"waive  the  whole  discussion," — that  is,  to  cancel  his  own  judg- 
ment. Flavian  had  to  meet  these  repeated  imperial  solicitations 
with  a  firm  refusal.  How  could  he,  after  what  had  happened, 
reinstate  Eutyches  on  his  simple  profession  of  adherence  to  the 
Nicene  faith  ?  It  was  easy  for  the  Emperor  to  urge  that  the 
creed  was  "  suflScient: "  but  when  its  true  interpretation  was  the 
very  matter  at  stake,  such  an  attempt  to  close  the  question  was 
waste  of  words.  Eutyches's  importunities  at  last  prevailed :  as  we 
have  seen,  when  Flavian  wrote  his  second  letter  to  Leo,  it  was 
expected  that  a  Greneral  Coimcil  would  be  convoked :  and  Theo- 
dosius,  unquestionably  in  compliance  with  suggestions  from  Chrys- 
aphius  and  Dioscorus  as  well  as  with  the  petition  of  the  deposed 
archimandrite,  wrote  to  Dioscorus  on  Wednesday  in  Easter  week, 
March  30,  449,  directing  him  to  attend  at  Ephesus  with  ten 
metropolitans  and  as  many  bishops  on  the  1st  of  August,  for  the 
purpose  of  resolving  doubts  which  had  arisen  in  regard  to  the 
true  meaning  of  the  Catholic  faith.  In  spite  of  the  generality  of 
the  language  so  far,  the  aim  of  the  Emperor  was  manifest  in  the 
express  provision  that  Theodoret,  bishop  of  Cyrrhos,  should  not 
attend  at  Ephesus,  uidess  he  were  specially  invited  by  the  bishops 
then  and  there  assembled.  Similar  citations  must  have  been 
iuldressed  to  the  metropolitans  of  other  Churches.      Theodoret 
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obtained  a  copy  of  one,  whicli  his  own  metropoLtau  of  Hierapolis 
had  received.  It  filled  him  with  the  gravest  anxiety.  Not  only 
(lid  it  seem  Uj  show  that  the  storm  which  had  troubled  the  Church 
waa  not  abated  ;  it  was  a  clear  indication  of  worse  troubles  yet  to 
come.  In  writing  on  the  subject  to  Irenaaus,  he  pleads  for  the  use 
of  the  term  "  Theotocos : "  as  il'  to  say,  "  TMs  is  a  time  in  which 
all  of  UB  Orientals  ought  to  draw  together,  aad  give  no  occasion  to 
the  adversaries  (the  Eutychiau  party)  to  brand  us  as  heretics  on 
the  subject  of  our  Lord's  Divine  Person/'  To  Domnus  he  also 
wrote,  to  this  effect :  "  I  had  hoped  that  the  Emperor  had  ceased 
to  be  angry  with  Flavian,  and  that  we  should  hear  no  more  of  this 
scheme  of  a  new  Synod.  One  can  expect  no  good  from  it»  unless 
our  merciful  Lord  should  defeat  the  devicea  of  the  demons  who 
cause  agitation."  He  was  afraid  that  the  Council  woidd  confirm 
tbe  Cyrilline  articles ;  to  which  he  would  never  give  his  assent. 
He  urged  Domnus  to  select  for  his  companion-bishops,  when  he 
went  to  the  Council,  men  who  were  of  the  same  mind,  and  to 
take  with  him  clerics  who  were  not  likely  to  be  entrapped  or 
intimidated. 

Soon  after  the  summons  had  gone  forth,  Eutychea  renewed  his 
former  complaint  as  to  the  untrustworthiness  of  the  records  of  the 
synod  of  Constantinople,  and  petitioned  for  an  inquiry  into  them. 
Accordingly,  on  the  8th  of  April  the  tribune  Macedonius,  acting 
under  instructions  from  Theodosius,  repaired  to  the  baptistery  of 
tlie  ciiurch  of  St.  Sophia,  where  were  assembled  twenty-seven  or 
twenty-eight  bishops,  with  Florentius.  Certain  monks,  it  appeared, 
were  deputed  by  Eutyches  to  speak  for  him.  Objections  were 
made  to  the  reception  of  a  charge  in  the  absence  of  the  responsi- 
ble accuser;  but  they  were  overruled  on  the  ground  of  the 
Emperor's  express  wish.  Thereupon  three  monks,  Constantine, 
Eleusinius,  and  Constautius,  were  introduced  as  representatives 
of  Eutyches.  Macedonius  then  announced  that  the  Emperor  had 
ordered  the  bishops  to  be  put  on  their  oath  as  to  whether  the 
iuipugued  minutes  were  correct,  Basil  objected ;  it  was  unheard 
)«f  that  a  bishop  should  be  put  on  his  oath  and  Chiist  had  ex- 
pi-essly  forbidden  swearing.  No  one,  "  standing  as  if  before  the 
altar,  having  the  fear  of  God  before  his  eyes,  and  keeping  his  own 
couacience  clear  before  God,  could  suppress  anything  that  he  held 
in  his  memoiy."  Flavian's  notaries,  iive  in  number,  of  whom 
Aetius  was  the  spokesman,  were  next  called  in.  Aetius  began  by 
asking  why  they  were  summoned.     "To  produce  the  minutes," 
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was  the  answer.  "  Are  we  accused  of  anythiDg  ? "  asked  Aetius. 
Florentius  rebuked  him  for  evasiveness.  Aetius  still  persisted 
in  trying  to  gain  time  :  it  was,  he  said,  a  matter  of  peril  for 
himself  and  his  colleagues ;  let  them  know  who  charged  them 
with  misreporting,  "  You  are  not  accused^"  said  Florentius.  The 
order  to  produce  the  acts  was  repeated.  Flavian  then  spoke  to  his 
notaries :  "  You  know  quite  well  what  you  wrote  when  employed 
by  the  Council :  if  you  wrote  what  was  true,  say  so  precisely ; 
if  you  misreported  anything,  let  it  be  confessed  as  before  the 
tribunal  of  Christ."  Florentius  remarked  that  the  arch]>ishop,  at 
any  rate,  was  clear  of  fraud.  Aetius  asked  whether  the  bishops  would 
order  them  to  produce  the  acts ;  Seleucus  answered  that  the  arch- 
bishop had  ordered  them  to  do  so.  Both  sides  then  produced  their 
copies  of  the  minutes.  "  We  learn/'  said  Aetius^  "  that  Eutyches 
says  he  has  inspected  the  minutes  and  found  matter  for  a  charge 
of  tampering.  Had  he  any  original  text  of  the  minutes,  or  only  a 
copy  ?  "  It  appeared  that  he  had  only  a  copy.  "  In  whose  hand  ?  " 
asked  Aetius ;  "  and  who  supplied  it  ?  "  The  "  patrician  "  ordered 
the  reading  to  proceed.  The  minutes  of  three  sittings  were  read. 
Tn  the  third  Eutyches,  according  to  the  notaries*  text,  had  in 
conversation  with  John  the  "  advocate "  professed  himself  ready 
to  subscribe  in  ioio  the  expositions  of  the  holy  fathers  at  Nicsea 
and  Ephesus,  but  had  added,  "  If  they  have  stumbled  or  erred  in 
any  of  their  phraseology,  I  neither  accept  nor  reject  it,  but  'search 
the  Scriptures'  only,  as  being  more  sure  than  the  exposition  of 
the  fathers."  Constantine  questioned  this,  and  wanted  to  make 
it  appear  that  Eutyches's  appeal  to  Scripture  applied  not  to  the 
definitions  of  the  Councils  but  only  to  matters  in  which  *'  the  holy 
fathers  spoke  diversely."  Some  wrangling  ensued,  and  several 
bishops  urged  that  Eutyches's  monks  ought  not  to  admit  this  and 
reject  that  arbitrarily,  among  the  sayings  attributed  to  him.  John 
and  Andrew  were  examined :  John's  words,  as  uttered  at  the 
Council,  were  read  out.  John  observed  that  he  could  not — that 
no  one  coiild — repeat  the  words  of  another  with  literal  exactness; 
but  he  had  made  a  memorandum  at  the  time,  which  he  now 
produced  and  which  was  read.  With  regard  to  the  point  raised 
by  Constantine,  the  report  of  John,  as  taken  down  at  the  Council, 
was  fully  borne  out  by  liis  own  memorandum  ;  but  a  discrepancy 
was  detected  on  a  still  graver  point,  for  the  denial  by  Eutyches  of 
the  "  co-essentiality  of  Christ's  flesh  with  ours  "  was  in  the  report, 
bat  not  in  the  memorandum.    What  had  John  to  say  on  this  point  ? 
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He  could  not  explain  it.  But  the  iliaurepaucy  was  serious :  "  It  is 
not  a  liitle  alteration  "  Joka  was  rendy  to  swear  that  the  deuial 
in  question  had  been  really  uttered  by  Eutychcs :  it  was  made 
to  John  himself,  apart ;  that  was  why  ho  had  not  noted  it  in  his 
memorandum.  Andrew  gave  his  own  account  of  the  matter : 
aome  words^  he  sEud,  had  been  spoken  which  he  had  not  hoard. 
This  sort  of  discussion  went  on  for  some  time ;  at  last  Florentius 
announced  that  what  had  piissed  would  be  laid  before  *'  the  Emperor's 
grace,"  while  Aetius  claimed  to  have  shown  that  the  notaries  had 
thus  far  proved  themselves  blameless.  Liberatus  sums  up  the 
transaction  by  saying  that  "  although  some  (of  the  bishoi>3)  for  the 
time  were  favourable  to  Eutychea^  no  fraud  could  Ije  discovered ; 
but  this  only  was  done — minutes  were  made  out  ou  the  question 
of  falsification  on  the  part  of  the  notaries  before  Martial,  the 
Master  of  the  Offices." 

Eutyches  presented  another  petition  to  the  Emperor,  asking 
that  Magnus  the  "  silentiary,"  who  had  been  sent  to  conduct  him 
"  for  safety's  sake "  before  the  Council,  should  be  heard  as  to 
what  ho  knew  on  the  subject  of  the  drawing-up  of  the  sentence ; 
i.e.  whether  it  had  not,  in  fact,  been  framed  before  he  hod  been 
examined — he  afterwards  said^  "  long  before."  Martial  was  there- 
upon commissioned  to  hear  what  Magnus  had  to  say.  It  came  to 
this,  that  he  had  been  "  frequently  sent "  by  the  Emperor  to 
signify  to  Flavian  his  desire  that  Florentius  should  be  present  aft 
the  Council  which  was  to  be  held  in  the  Episcopal  palace.  Flavian 
'*  put  off  the  matter/'  saying  that  there  was  no  need  to  troubli) 
Florentius,  since  Eutyches's  condemnation  was  already  drawn  up 
in  consequence  of  his  disregard  of  the  second  cituLiou ;  and,  in  fact, 
the  sentence  thus  drafted  was  shown  to  Magnus  before  the  final 
session.  Constantino,  Eutyches's  deputy^  asked  that  Macedonius 
the  tribune  might  also  depose  as  to  what  he  had  hoard  from 
Asterius,  presbyter  and  notary.  "Although  this  point,"  said  Martial, 
"is  not  mentioned  in  the  petition,  the  tribune  may,  if  he  so 
pleases,  state  what  he  has  ascertained."  Macedonius  then  affirraed 
that,  after  the  conclusion  of  the  recent  inquiry  as  to  the  falsifica- 
tion of  the  records,  Asterius  came  up  to  him,  conjured  him  to 
listen  to  what  he  had  to  say,  and  then  accused  the  other  notaries 
of  having  falsified  certain  points  in  the  record  without  his  consent. 
This  statement  also  was  taken  down. 

According  to  Liberatus,  it  was  after  tho  inquiry  as  to  tho 
falsification  that  Theodosius  required  of  Flavian  a  wiitten  profession 


470 


The  Age  of  the  Fai/urs. 


of  his  belief,  signed  with  his  own  hand,  "It  was  strange  enough," 
says  Tillemont,  "that  this  prince  shouhi  thus  make  himself  a 
judge  of  the  faith  of  his  archbishop  ;  but  Flavian  made  no  objection 
on  that  score,  becanse  he  was  not  ashamed  of  the  Gospel,  and  knew 
that  nothing  was  so  befitting  a  bishop  oa  to  be  rcrniy  to  give  every 
one  a  reason  of  his  faith  and  his  hope."  In  these  words  Tillemont 
summarises  the  opening  sontencw  of  the  profession  of  faith  whicli 
Flavian  drew  up  and  presented  to  the  Emperor.  It  resembles 
very  ntiarly  his  previous  declaration  before  his  synod.  In  it  he 
affirms  that  he  "  always  follows  the  Divine  Scriptures,  and  the 
expositions  of  tJie  holy  fathers  who  met  at  Nicsea,  and  at  Con- 
stantinople, and  at  Ephesus  : "  thus  intimating  his  belief  that  the 
Council  of  381  sanctioned  a  recension  of  the  Nicene  Creed,  and 
also  disclaiming  all  sympathy  for  Nestorius  or  his  school.  Then 
he  asserts  his  entii*e  belief  in  **  one  Lord  Jesus  Chiist,  begotten  of 
God  the  Father  without  beginning  before  all  ages  according  to 
His  Godhead,  but  in  the  last  days,  Himself  the  Same,  for  us  and 
for  our  salvation  (bom)  of  the  Virgin  Mary  according  to  His 
Manhood  ;  perfect  God  and  the  same  (person)  perfect  man  by  the 
assumption  of  a  rational  soul  and  a  body ;  co-essential  with  the 
Father  according  to  His  frodhead,  and,  being  the  Same,  co-essential 
with  His  Mother  according  to  His  Manhood  ;  for  while  acknow- 
ledging the  Christ  in  two  natures  after  His  taking  of  flesh  from  the 
Holy  Virgin  and  His  becoming  man,  yet  in  one  hypostasis  and  in 
one  person  do  we  confess  one  Christ,  one  Son,  one  Lord.  And 
because  there  is  one  and  the  same  Lord  Jesus  Christ  from  both,  we 
do  not  refuse  to  say  that  the  nature  of  God  the  Word  is  one,  yet 
wua  incarnate  and  became  man :  and  those  who  proclaim  that  there 
are  two  Sons,  or  two  hypostases,  or  two  persons,  and  do  not  preach 
one  and  the  same  Lord  Jesus  Christ,  the  Son  of  the  living  God,  we 
anathematize  and  judge  to  be  alien  from  the  Church  :  and  first  of 
all  we  anathematize  the  impious  Nestorius  and  those  who  think 
with  him  or  speak  with  him  :  and  let  all  such  fall  from  the  adoption 
which  is  promised  to  those  who  believe  aright."  To  this  formulary 
Flavian  added,  with  his  signature,  the  words,  "  Lord  Christ "  (or, 
as  LiberatU8*8  version  says,  "Lord  Jesus  Christ "),  "help  us,  O  Ckhj/* 
and  further,  "  This  I  have  written  with  my  own  hand,  for  your 
Majesty's  assurance,  and  for  the  confusion  of  those  who  calumniate 
our  good  and  simple  behaviour  in  Christ "  (1  Peter  iiL  16). 

This  confession  would  have  a  peculiar  interest,  if  its  real  text 
anticipated   the  flnal  resolution  of  the  Cooncil  of  Chalcedon  m 
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fuvoui-  of  the  adoption  of  tho  phrase  *'in  two  natures."  Part  of 
it  was  taken  from  the  form\ilary  of  l^uaion,  and  yet,  like  Flavian's 
speech  in  his  Council,  it  did  not  follow  that  formulary  in  asserting 
the  co-essentiality  of  Christ  according  to  manhood  *'  with  its,"  but, 
less  pointedly,  "  with  His  Mother  " — which  may  make  us  suspect 
that  the  present  reading,  "in  two  natures,"  was  substituted  by  a 
later  hand  for  "  of  two  nattires."  Some  of  its  words  were  adopted 
with  amjdifi cations  into  the  Definition  of  Faith  put  forth  by  the 
Council  of  Chalcedon. 

Wo  must  now  go  on  \\ith  the  events  which  immtidiut^ly  pre- 
ceded the  assembling  of  the  proposed  Council  at  Ephesus.  It  was. 
we  have  seen,  on  the  30th  of  Min*ch  that  Theodoaius  sent  his  lirst 
letter  to  Dioscorus,  In  the  latter  part  of  April  he  received  from 
Count  Cliiereas  the  report  of  the  recent  proceedings  against  Ibas 
at  Edessa.  On  the  14th  of  May  he  took  the  extraordinary  step  of 
inviting,  or  rather  summoning,  by  a  stretch  of  "  Cesarean  "  preroga- 
tive, a  very  zealous  anti-Nestorian  abbot,  named  Barsumas,  to  repair 
to  Ephesua,  and  to  take  his  seat  in  the  Council  as  representative  of 
the  abbots  of  the  East.  The  letter  recites  that  Barsumas  has  gone 
through  great  labour  in  the  cause  of  the  orthodox  faith  against 
Nestorionism :  which  Tillemont  ti-anslates,  as  it  were,  into  the 
language  of  fact  by  saying,  "  because,  not  contented  with  having, 
like  other  monks,  revolted  against  the  '  Oriental '  bishops,  he  had 
come  to  cal>al  against  them  at  the  Court."  On  the  very  next  day 
Theodosius  wrote  again  to  Dioscorus  to  inform  him  of  this  summons, 
and  to  request  him  to  welcome  Barsumas  and  provide  for  his  taking 
his  place  ui  the  synod.  A  thinl  letter,  which  has  no  date,  begins 
by  referring  to  the  previous  prohibition  of  Theodoret's  attendance. 
"  We  abhor  liim,"  says  the  Emperor,  "  because  he  attempted  to 
^\Tite  in  opposition  to  the  dogmatic  statements  of  Cyril  of  blesse*! 
memory.  I5uL  Bince  it  is  possible  that  Nestorianizers  may  do  their 
utmost  to  get  him  admitted  into  the  Council,  we  signify  to  youi* 
Piety  and  to  the  whole  Coimcil,  that  on  account  not  of  Theodoret 
only,  but  of  all  who  are  concerned  with  the  Council,  we  lussign  to 
you  the  cMef  authority  and  the  presidency,  knowing  that  Juvenal 
and  Thalassius  and  every  one  who  is  equally  fervent  in  zeal  for 
orthodoxy  will  be  of  one  mind  with  you."  Theodosius — as  keen 
for  Dioscorus  now  as  he  had  been  keen  against  Cyril  in  430 — added 
that  any  persons  minded  to  add  to,  or  take  from,  the  Nicene  and 
Ephesian  expositions  were  to  have  no  freedom  of  speech  in  the 
Council,  but  to  be  subjected  to  the  judgment  of  Dioscorus.    Ho  also 
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ordei-ed  Elpidius,  a  member  of  his  consistory,  and  Eulogius,  secretaiy 
of  state,  to  see  to  tlie  maintenance  of  good  order  in  the  Council, 
and  to  prevent  those  who  had  sat  in  judguient  on  Eutyches  from 
sitting  again  as  judges  at  Epliesus  ;  :md  he  directed  Pruclus,  the 
proconsul  of  "  Asia/'  to  assist  Elpidiua  and  Eulogius  in  their  duty. 
He  showed  his  animus  against  Flavian  in  a  letter  to  the  Council, 
in  which  he  represented  Flavian  as  having  wilfully  and  obstinately 
stirred  up  the  present  contest,  in  defiance  of  remonstrances  trom 
himself,  and  added  that,  as  he  deemed  it  unsafe  to  have  such 
questions  niised  without  the  authority  of  a  Council^  he  had  sum- 
moned the  bishops  to  meet,  that  on  learaing  what  had  taken  place 
at  Constantiuople  they  might  expel  from  the  chxirch  all  supporters 
of  Nestorian  blasphemy  and  provide  for  the  safe  mainteuanoe  of 
the  orthodox  faith.  A  singular  exhibitiou  of  imperial  impartiality, 
to  dictate  a  foregone  conclu-^ion  to  a  *'  General  Synod ! " 

Meantime  how  did  Leo  of  Home  regard  the  situation  ?  As  we 
have  seen,  he  had  received  Flavian's  first  statement  of  the  case, 
and  being  thereby  convinced  that  Eutyches  had  fallen  into  en'or 
he  had  ■written  to  Flavian  a  brief  letter  dated  May  2l3t,  from 
which  it  would  be  clear  to  the  archbishop  of  Constantinople  that 
he  would,  at  any  rate,  have  Rome  on  his  side.  "  We  will  not 
permit  you,'*  said  the  strong-willed  Pope,  "  amid  your  resistance  to 
a  bad  and  foolish  error,  to  be  any  longer  ilisturbed  by  the  attacks 
of  the  opposite  party."  It  was  easy  for  Leo  to  write  thus ;  but  ho 
was  ere  long  to  learn  how  little  he  could  do  towards  protecting 
Flavian  against  Dioscorus,  when  backed  by  the  Emperor,  or,  after- 
wards, in  setting  right  a  wrong  which  that  Emperor  upheld. 

He  had,  however,  to  take  some  steps  in  regard  to  the  approach- 
ing Cooncil.  He  professed  to  regard  the  time  allowed  for  prepaia- 
tion  as  extremely  short ;  he  had  received  his  notice,  or  invitation, 
on  May  13th,  and  the  council  was  to  open  on  the  Ist  of  August. 
He  hod  no  intention  of  going  himself  to  Ephesus :  there  was  no 
precedent  for  such  a  journey  on  the  pait  of  a  bishop  of  Rome ; 
and  public  affairs  were  in  such  a  state  that  his  people  would  have 
strenuously  opposed  his  departure.  He  must,  therefore,  appear  by 
deputy :  and  he  resolved  to  send  as  legates  Julius,  bishop  of  Puteoli, 
Henatus,  a  presbyter,  and  Hilarus,  a  deacon.  And  on  the  13th  of 
•fune  he  signed  a  number  of  letters,  one  of  which,  addressed  to 
Flavian,  became  famous  through  all  Christian  ages  as  the  doctrinal 
"Tome  of  St.  Leo." 

The  Tome  ranks  as  the  28th  of  Leo's  letters.    He  iHJgins  by 
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disparaging  the  "  agtitl  uian  "  whosi;  niiu  J  hml  uot  yet  grd.sped  the 
purport  of  the  very  baptiamd  creed,  which  implied  the  real 
assumption  of  Lumau  aatme  hy  the  Co-cteruul  Sou.  His  temporal 
birth  could  not,  Leo  urges,  ia  any  way  impair  His  eternal  Sonahip  : 
all  its  effect  was  "spent"  on  the  work  of  man's  restttration.  For 
how  could  man  "  overcome  the  author  of  sin  and  death,  unless  tho 
Son  of  God  would  assume  and  appropriate  ouj  nature — he  whom 
neither  sin  could  taint  nor  death  detain  in  its  keeping  ? "  Tlieu 
follows  a  string  of  texts  selected  els  indicating  the  reality  of  our 
Lord's  human  birth :  and  so  we  come  to  the  more  properly  dogmatic 
portion  of  the  tome,  beginning  mth  the  words,  "  Without  prejudice, 
then  {salva  i^itur),  to  the  properties  of  each  nature  and  substance, 
and  while  both  met  in  one  Person,  humiliation  has  been  accepted 
by  majesty,  weakness  l)y  power,  mortality  by  eternity;  and,  to 
pay  the  debt  attaching  to  our  condition,  the  inviolable  nature  was 
united  to  the  passible  :  so  that— a  consequence  wldch  provided  us 
with  a  fitting  remedy — one  and  the  same  Mediator  between  God 
and  men,  the  Man  Clirist  Jesus,  might  be  able  to  die  on  account 
of  the  one  element,  and  not  be  able  on  account  of  the  other.  Thus 
in  the  entu-e  and  perfect  nature  of  real  man,  real  God  was  born." 
He  guards  hero  against  the  notion  that  our  Lord  assumed  any  ti-aco 
of  sin,  which  was  not  part  of  our  original  nature  :  "  Ho  assumed 
the  form  of  a  servant  without  the  stain  of  sin,  enhancing  what  was 
human,  not  diminishing  what  was  Divine :  for  that  '  emptying  * 
whereby  the  Invisible  made  Himself  visilde,  and  the  Creator  and 
Lord  of  all  things  willed  to  be  one  among  mortals,  was  a  con- 
descension of  pity,  not  a  failure  of  power.  He  wlio,  abiding  in  the 
form  of  God,  made  man,  the  same  was  made  man  in  the  form  of  a 
servant.  Thus  each  nature  retains  its  own  propriety  without 
defect."  He  adds  that  since  the  devil  had  exulted  in  man's  ruin 
as  giving  him  a  companion  in  miseiy,  and  as  showing  that  God  had 
been  constrained  by  justice  to  alter  His  own  sentence  in  regard  to 
the  creature  whom  He  had  so  highly  honoui-ed,  there  was  need  of 
a  secret  Divine  plan,  whereby  that  God  whose  gracious  intention 
could  not  be  frusti-ated  should  "  carry  out  the  original  design  of  His 
mercy  by  a  m(ux5  hidden  mystery."  Leo  goes  on  to  emphasize, 
Uke  Proclus,  the  antitheses  of  the  Incarnation :  the  Infinite  One 
willed  to  be  grasped,  the  Lord  of  all  put  on  tho  form  of  a  servant, 
the  impassible  God  did  not  disdain  to  become  passible  man.  "  Ho 
who  is  true  God,  the  Same  is  true  man ;  and  there  is  no  deceit 
in  this  union,  where  the  lowliness  of  man  and  the  loftiness   of 
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Godhead  confront  each  other.  As  CJod  is  not  changed  by  the 
compassion,  so  man  is  not  consumed  by  the  dignity" — i.e.  is  not 
absorbed  in  the  majesty  of  the  Godhead.  "  Each  form  fulfils  its 
own  function  in  concert  with  the  other :  the  Word  working 
what  belongs  to  the  Word,  the  flesh  what  belongs  to  the 
flesh.  One  of  these  glitters  with  miracles,  the  other  bows  dowu 
imder  injuries."  Again  the  personal  oneness  is  affirmed:  "it 
must,"  says  Leo,  "  be  often  said,  He  is  One  and  the  Same,  truly 
»Son  of  God,  und  tnily  Son  of  man."  The  attributes  of  Godhead 
and  Manhoo<i  are  then  <listingiushed ;  but  with  entire  recognition 
of  the  fact  that  they  both  belong  to  one  Person.  "  To  hunger. 
thirst,  be  weary,  sleep,  is  clearly  human.  But  to  feed  five  thousand 
men  with  five  loaves,  to  give  the  8amarit4in  woman  living  water, 
to  walk  the  sea  with  unsinking  feet,  to  rebuke  the  storm  and  abate 
the  surging  waters,  this  is  uniUmht'edly  Divine.  ...  So,  it  is  not 
of  the  same  nature  to  say, '  I  and  the  Father  are  one,'  and  to  say, 
•  The  Father  is  greater  than  1/  From  what  is  ours  He  has  that 
Manhood  which  is  inferior  to  the  Father  :  from  the  Father  He  has 
the  Divinity  which  is  equal  to  the  Father."  Leo  then  passes  on 
to  what  is  called  theologically  the  aniidosis  or  interchange  of  Divine 
and  human  properties,  not  in  themselves  but  purely  as  predicable 
of  the  one  (^hrist  under  either  His  human  or  Divine  titles,  accord- 
ing to  the  texts,  "The  Son  of  Man  is  in  heaven,"  and,  "They 
would  not  have  crucified  the  Lord  of  glory.'*  He  mentions  the 
confession  of  St.  Peter,  explaining  it  as  a  recognition  at  once  of 
humanity  and  divinity ;  he  refers  to  the  events  of  the  great  forty 
days,  as  illustrating  the  co-existence  of  humanity  with  divinity  in 
the  one  Son  of  God ;  he  cites  1  John  iv.  3,  in  the  remarkable 
old  reading  (originally,  doubtless,  a  gloss),  "He  who  diaBolves 
Jesus :  "  he  argues  that  to  be  doubtful  as  to  Christ's  human  flesh 
is  to  be  doubtful  about  His  Passion,  and  therefore  about  His 
redemptive  work.  "In  Christ  Jesus  true  humanity  and  true 
divinity  "  must  be  believed  together.  Leo  next  gives  utterance  to 
sTirprise  at  the  absence  of  any  explicit  censure  of  Eutyches's  words, 
"  The  Lord  was  from  two  natui^es  before  the  union,  but  after  the 
union  I  confess  (but)  one :  "  to  say  that  He  was  "  of  two  natures 
before  the  Incarnation  *'  was  impious  ;  to  deny  t\vo  natures  in  the 
Incarnate  was  not  less  forbidden.  Lest  Eutyches  should  deem  a 
statement  harmless  which  Flavian  had  not  condemned,  Flavian 
should  be  careful  not  to  omit  exacting  a  reomtation  of  it,  if,  by 
God's  mercy,  Eutyches  were  to  be  brought  round.    To  judge  from 
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the  Jiitiortis,  ho  had  begun  to  amend,  and  admit  what  before  he  had 
not  admitted ;  but  when  he  refused  to  anathematize  the  impious 
doctrine,  it  was  clear  that  he  deserved  condemnation.  However, 
if  even  now.  though  late,  he  acknowledged  his  error  and  was  sorry 
for  it,  or  if  he  would  condemn  orally  a.nd  in  writing  whatever  he 
had  said  amiss,  scjmo  compassion  towards  a  man  who  had  been  set 
right  would  not  be  blameable ;  "  for  our  Lord,  the  true  and  good 
Shepherd,  wlio  came  not  to  clestroy  but  to  save  men's  lives,  wills 
us  to  be  imitators  of  His  own  loviugkindness."  Leo  aihis  that  he 
fiends  legates  in  order  to  the  due  settlement  of  the  whole  affair. 

The  theological  value  of  this  document  was  recognised  by  its 
world-wide  reception  during  its  author's  lifetime :  his  successors 
*  Jelasius  and  Gregory  anathematized  those  who  did  not  receive  it : 
and  it  became  usual  to  read  it  during  Advent  at  Rome,  and  in  other 
Western  churches.  "  I  think,"  says  TiUcmont,  "  that  nothing 
has  rendered  St.  Leo  so  celebrated,  or  has  contributed  so  greatly 
towards  drawing  to  him  tlie  veneration  of  the  whole  Churck"  At 
the  same  time  it  would  be  luireasonablo  to  reganl  the  Tome  aa  a 
complete  and  final  statement.  At  Chalcedon  some  minds  i>ecuUa2'ly 
sensitive  as  to  any  seeming  approaches  to  Nestorianism  held  some 
of  its  expressions  to  attribute  a  distinct  personality  to  Christ's 
Manhood  ;  but  tliis  was  over-literal,  and  what  is  said,  for  instance, 
about  the  action  of  both  "  forms  "  or  natures,  means  the  action  of 
the  One  Fei-soa  tlirough  one  or  the  other.  Still  it  may  be  not 
unnaturally  felt  that  justice  is  scarcely  done  to  the  co-operation  of 
both  natures  in  Christ's  miracles,  such  as  must  be  recognised  in 
His  atoning  self-sacrifice,  and  in  the  joint  action  of  His  divine 
love  and  His  human  sympathy.  If,  however,  it  is  further  objected 
that  Leo  is  content  to  collocate,  without  correlating,  the  divine 
and  human  elements,  we  must  remember  that  our  materials  for  the 
latter  process  are  but  scanty  ;  that  theological  systematisors  have 
often  gone  wrong  in  premature  attempts  at  a  foi-mal  harmony  of 
the  two  aspects  of  a  complex  truth ;  and  in  particular,  that  such  a 
correlation  as  Kenoticist  theories  suppose,  according  to  which  the 
Son  of  God,  on  becoming  incarnate,  did  in  His  dimne  sphere  of 
being  temporarily  surrender  certain  divine  "  attributes  *'  or  per- 
fections, would  seriously  impaii'  our  estimate  not  only  of  Hia  work 
of  redemption  but  even  of  the  very  nature  of  God. 

Leo  wrote  also  to  Theodosius,  assuming,  with  the  conventional 
diplomacy  of  the  age,  that  the  [)urpo3e  of  the  Emperor  in  summon- 
ing the  new  synod  of  Ephesus  was  that  the  "inexperienced  old 
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man  "  might  gain  a  clear  knowledge  of  that  truth  which  was  now 
30  dark  to  him  \  nor  did  he  omit  to  mention  the  written  promise 
of  Eutychea  t<j  correct  whatever  he,  Leo,  should  disapprove  :  the 
teaching  of  the  Catholic  Church  on  the  mystery  of  the  Loitl'a 
Incamatiuu  was,  he  added,  "  more  fully "  set  forth  in  the  letter 
sent  to  Flavian.  Of  another  letter,  to  Pulcheria,  there  were  appa- 
rently two  drafts  iiiatle,  a  hjugor  and  a  sliurter.  In  the  latter,  which 
was  sent  to  Constantinople  and  translated  into  Greek,  he  observes 
that  it  is  of  no  use  to  call  Christ  "  man,"  if  une  does  not  own  Him 
to  be  of  the  seed  of  Adam,  Abraham,  and  David ;  that  the  question 
at  issue  is  vital ;  and  that  if  Eutyches  is  obstinate,  no  one  can 
remit  the  sentence  ab*eady  pronounced — a  sort  of  caveat  against 
the  possible  action  of  Dioscorus,  but  canonically  untenable  in  view 
of  a  coming  General  Council,  which,  as  such,  would  be  able  to 
review  the  proceedings  of  a  local  synod.  He  professes  his  reliance 
on  Pulcheria's  "  thoi-oughly  pure  faith/'  and  "  the  holy  earnestness 
with  which  she  has  always  supported  Catholic  teaching,"  The 
longer  epistle  ascribes  Eutyches's  error  rather  to  inexperience 
than  to  subtlety.  Ignorance  often  comes  to  a  serious  fall ;  the 
"  incautious  simplicity  "  of  Eutyches  has  been  misled  by  a  spirit 
of  falaeliood,  so  that  he  "  thinks  that  he  is  making  a  more  reve- 
rential estimate  of  the  majesty  of  the  Son  of  God  by  denying  to 
Him  the  reality  of  our  nature:"  he  does  not  believe  that  what 
was  bom  of  the  Virgin  was  our  substance — here,  observe,  it  is 
assuvied  that  Eutyches  only  professed  to  accept  the  human  co- 
essentiality,  and  did  not  really  believe  it.  The  Pope  restates  his 
position,  that  to  call  Christ  true  and  perfect  man  is  not  enough  ; 
Ho  must  be  owned  to  be  of  the  same  substance  %vith  the  first 
Adam.  He  explains  liis  sending  of  legates  to  represent  him ;  he 
refers  to  the  Creed  of  "  the  twelve  Apostles  "  as  embodying  the 
truth  which  Eutyches  had  failed  to  apprehend.  "  If  he  had 
oboaen  to  accept  that  Creed  in  its  entirety,  and  with  a  simple 
mind,  he  would  never  have  deviated  from  the  decrees  of  the  most 
sacred  Nicene  CounciL"  He  again  contemplates  the  posail>ilit}*  of 
Eutyches'a  conversion ;  in  which  case,  if  he  makes  a  written  re- 
cantation, he  is  not  to  be  denied  restoration  to  his  dignity.  To 
Faustus  and  other  orthodox  abbots  of  Constantinople  Leo  also 
wrote,  but  in  a  harsher  strain  as  regards  Eutyches :  we  hear  no 
mora  of  incaution  and  inexperience,  but  of  blasphemy  and  impiety. 
To  the  bishops  assembled  at  the  Second  Council  of  Ephesus  he 
wrote  on  the  same  date  (the  13th  of  June),  professing  to  appreciate 
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the  Emperor's  regard  for  the  divine  teaching  as  shown  by  hia 
desire  to  employ  the  authority  of  the  apostolic  see  and  therein 
virtually  of  Peter  himself,  and  describing  Eutyches  as  having 
shown  by  his  ignorance  of  the  purport  of  St.  Peter's  confession 
that  in  him  "  the  hoary  hairs  of  old  age  were  not  adorned  by  any 
ripeness  of  mind.'*  He  assumes  that  the  Council's  first  business 
is  to  condemn  the  peatileut  error  of  Eutyches ;  adding,  that  if, 
after  this  is  done,  Eutyches  should  fully  condemn  his  heretical 
opinions,  his  restoration  might  be  taken  into  consideration. 

A  short  letter  to  Julian  of  Cos  explains  that  Leo  was  for  a 
long  time  unaware  of  what  the  Catholics  were  offended  with  in 
Eutyches — until  he  received  a  copy  of  the  acts  of  Constantinople. 
A  longer  letter  was  dated  on  the  same  day,  but  despatched  some- 
what later ;  it  was  meant  to  give  Julian  Leo's  view  of  the  doctrinal 
issue.  What  good  was  it  for  that  thoughtless  old  man  to  denounce 
the  orthodox  as  "  Nestorians "  ?  Xestorius  went  wi*ong  in  one 
direction ;  Eutyches  had  gone  as  wrong  in  another.  His  idea  of 
our  Lord's  humanity  was  docetic ;  whereas  our  redemption  requires 
a  true  humanity  iu  our  Redeemer.  Leo  almost  reproduces  some  of 
his  own  words — the  words  of  the  Tome — as  to  the  j)ersonal  union 
of  two  natures  in  Christ.  Ho  excludes  all  idea  of  "  converaion  into 
flesh"  or  "into  soul,"  or  of  conversion  of  flesh  into  the  WonL 
•'  Both  Word  and  flesh  remain  in  the  One "  (he  speaks  here,  as 
sometimes  in  the  Tome,  of  "  the  Word,"  where  we  should  expect 
'*  Divinity/'  as  one  of  the  two  "  natures  ") ;  "  the  One  is  in  both," 
not  divided  by  diversity,  not  confounded  by  mixture :  not  one 
from  the  Father,  another  from  the  mother :  but  the  Same,  in  one 
way  from  the  Father,  in  another  from  the  mother.  The  uniqueness 
of  the  nativity,  its  rairaciUous  character,  "did  not  make  the 
Lord's  flesh  of  a  different  substance  from  ours,"  even  though  His 
humanity  had  no  corrupt  element,  though  there  was  nothing 
"  adverse "  in  His  flesh,  and  His  bodily  senses  were  operative 
without  any  accompanying  "  law  of  sin,"  When  Leo  adds, "  True 
man  was  united  to  true  God,"  the  context  forbids  anything  like 
a  Nestorian  interpretation,  as  if  he  had  regarded  Christ  as  an 
individual  Iniman  person.  He  concludes  by  saying  that  the 
subject  might  call  for  a  lengthy  letter,  but  Julian's  learning 
made  it  unnecessary  in  his  case ;  and  the  recent  letter  to  Flavian 
might  suffice  to  confirm  the  faith  not  only  of  bishops  but  even 
of  laymen  as  well. 

A  week  later,  Leo  wrote  a  letter  to  Theodosius  to  this  effect : 
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"  I  cannot  attend  the  Council  on  the  day  which  your  Grace  has 
fixed,  hut  I  send  my  deputies."  On  the  same  day  he  dated  a  fourth 
letter  to  Flavian.  It  contrasts  curiously  with  the  conventional 
tone  in  which,  when  writing  to  Theodosius,  Pulcheria,  Julian,  or 
the  future  Council,  he  had  assumed  that  the  Emperor's  motive 
was  excellent  and  laudable.  Now,  when  he  can  speak  his  mind, 
he  tells  Flavian  that  the  matter  did  not  need  to  be  dealt  with 
by  a  synod-  Again,  on  the  23rd  of  July,  Leo  writes  to  Flavian, 
referring  to  a  letter  which  had  given  him  some  fuller  informa- 
tion, but  which  is  not  now  extant.  It  seems  that  Flavian  had 
indicated  his  apprehension  as  to  the  result  of  the  synod.  Things 
were  not  likely  to  go  so  smoothly  as  Leo  had  hoped.  But  he 
urges  Flavian  not  to  be  "  terrified  by  adversaries :  what  was  so 
glorious  as  to  fight  for  the  faith  of  the  Gospel  against  the  enemies 
of  the  Nativity  and  of  the  Cross  of  Christ  ? "  He  again  refers  to 
the  Tome,  expresses  his  confidence  that  he  and  Flavian  are  of  one 
mind,  and  advises  him  to  "  use  the  remedy  of  patience  in  curing 
the  insanity  of  the  inexperienced,  so  that,  through  fatherly  rebukes, 
those  who,  while  old  in  years,  are  children  in  mind,  may  learn  to 
obey  their  superiors." 


CHAPTER  XLVI. 

THE    "LATBOCIiaUM," 

The  Koman  legates,  as  Tillemont  expresses  it,  "went  straight  to 
Ephesus  without  passing  by  Constantinople,  because  they  meant 
to  go  thither  after  the  Council/'  On  their  way  they  stopped  at 
Delos,  where  Eenatus,  one  of  their  number,  died.  The  other  two 
on  reaching  Ephesua  were  heartily  welcomed  by  Flavian.  To 
him,  amid  his  thickening  anxieties  and  forebodings  of  disaster, 
they  repi^esented  the  most  effectual  help  and  sympathy  that  he 
could  coimt  upon  at  this  crisis.  He  entertained  them  at  breakfast, 
and  showed  thera  all  possible  attention.  Perhaps  it  would  have 
been  more  judicious  on  their  part  to  have  accepted  the  hospitaKty 
of  Stephen,  bishop  of  Ephesus.  This  prelate  had  thrown  open  his 
house  to  Eusebius  of  Dorj'lfEum  and  to  the  clerics  in  attendance 
on  Flavian,  and  "  communicated  with  them  ;  "  and  when  violently 
abused  by  Elpidius  and  Eult>giu3,  at  the  head  of  some  300  Euty- 
chianizers,  for  having  thus  *'  received  the  enemies  of  the  Emperor  " 
(a  charge  which  of  itself  showed,  as  Tillcmout  puts  it,  what  was  to 
be  expected  from  this  Council),  he  answered  that  he  was  acting 
as  a  "  hospicer/'  was  not  prejudging  any  question,  and  "could  not 
treat  persons  who  came  to  hnn  in  communion  with  the  Church 
as  excommunicate." 

The  Council  consisted  of  about  VSO  bishops ;  Diosoorus  was 
president,  and  next  to  him  the  chief  prelates  were  Domnua, 
Juvenal  of  Jerusalem,  Thalassiua  of  Ciesarea  in  Cappadocia, 
Enatathius  of  Berytus.  Euaebius  of  Ancyra,  Basil  of  Seleucia  in 
laauria.  Eutyches  and  Barsumas  were  present,  accompanied  by 
a  number  of  their  monks ;  and  Dioscorus  had  taken  care  to 
strengthen  himself  by  the  attendance  of  a  number  of  "  parabolani " 
from  Alexandi-ia,  men  of  the  same  stamp  as  those  rough  zealota 
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whose  paaaioQS  had  been  enlisted  bj  Cyril  in  the  cause  of  the 
Church  against  the  Jews  and  against  Hypatia. 

The  sittings  of  the  Council  did  not  actually  commence  until 
Monday  the  8th  of  August.    The  place  was  that  same  church 
of  St.  Mary  where  tho  rEcumenical  Council  of  431  had  assembled. 
Dioscorus  took  his  seat  on  an  elevated  throne,  with  a  footstool 
in  front  of  it  \    and   next  to   him,  ajiparently,  were   Julius  of 
Puteoli  (whom  the  Greek  acts  appear  to  confound  with  Julian 
of  Cos),  Juvenal,  Domnus,  and  then,  set  below  these  as  being 
himself  subject   to  eiamination   or  indeed  open  to  accusation, 
Flavian  of  Constantinople.      One   almost  wonders  that  he    was 
allowed  any  place  among  the  member3  of  the  synod :  Dioscoroa 
might  have  been  expected  to  insist  that  he  should  sit  apart  in 
the  centre.      Hilarus    was    placed   below    even   Barsumaa ;    hia 
position  as  a  Roman  legate  being,  rather  significantly,  less  re- 
gardeti  than  his  clerical  standing  as  a  mere  deacon.     The  pro- 
ceedings began  in  due  form  with  the  reading   of  the   imperial 
letter  of  summons,  as  it  had  been  addressed  to  Dioscorus.     Julius 
and  Hilarus   testified   that  Leo  had  received  a  similar  letter ; 
Hilarus  described  it  as  containing  an  entreaty  for  Leo's  presence, 
and  added  that  "  the  pope  of  the  holy  see  *'  doubted  not  tliat  the 
Coimcil  would  do  aU  that  was  reqtiired  by  the  interests  of  the 
faith  and  by  reverence  for  St,  Peter  (for  Leo  lost  no  opportunity 
of  intrcHiucing  that  topic),  and  that  he  had  charged  his  delegates 
with  a  letter  to  the  Council :  "  order  it  to  be  received."     "  Let  it 
be  received,"  said  Dioscorus.     But  his  notary  John  struck  in, 
doubtless  under  secret  instructions  ;  "  There  was  another  divine  " 
(imperial)  "  letter  addressed  to  archbishop  Dioscorus,"  which  could 
be  laid  before  the  synod.      Juvenal  was  so  complacent,  or  so 
obsequious,  as  to  move  that  this  letter  be  read.     After  it  had 
been  read,  no  one  moved  anything  as  to  Leo's  letter  (it  must 
be  remembered  that  it  was  not  the  '*  Tome "),  which  Dioscorus 
was  afterwards  accused  of  wilfully  keeping  back  from  the  Council, 
although  he  had  "  sworn  seven  times  "  that  he  would  have  it  read. 
Anyhow,   the  letter  was  not  read  and  Leo's   intentions    were 
frustrated.     The  president  asked  count  Elpidius  and  the  tribune 
Eidogius  to  speak  :  Elpidius  made  a  speech,  in  which  he  said 
that  the  Emperor  had  brought  the  present  question  before  the 
bishops  as  **  fathers  and  judges,"  desiring  to  obtain  from  them 
its  solution.     He  thought  proper  to  give  the  Council  some  religious 
advice  as  to  their  duty  to  Christ,  and  to  warn  any  who  might 
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be  diBpoaed  "  by  artful  language  to  bring  matter  of  faith  into 
doubt/*  that  they  would  incur  the  condemnation  of  God  and  of 
the  Emperor.  A  proposal  to  draw  up  an  abstract  statement  of 
doctrine  was  defeated  by  Dioscorus  :  the  business  was,  he  .said, 
to  consider  whether  the  proceedings  at  the  sjnod  of  Constantinople 
were  consistent  with  the  decrees  of  the  fathers ;  therefore  let  them 
examine  those  decrees,  as  passed  at  li'iciea  and  Epheaus,  two 
synods  which  yet  were  concerned  with  one  faith.  Their  decrees  were 
above  discussion  ;  to  recast  them  was  to  set  at  nought  "  the  gi*ace 
of  that  Spii'it  who  had  presided  in  those  synods.'* 

It  was  next  resolved  to  call  on  Eutych&s  to  state  his  uwn  case. 
Tie  began  by  commending  himself  to  the  Holy  Trinity  and  to 
the  justice  of  the  Council  and  by  calling  on  the  members  to  beiir 
witness  to  his  faith :  let  them  cause  his  memorial  and  his  pro- 
fession of  faith  to  be  read.  This  was  done.  The  memorial 
addressed  to  the  Council  began  with  a  thanksgiving  to  the  all-holy 
Ood  for  that  day,  on  which  true  religion  had  regained  confidence. 
For  himself,  he  had  from  childhood  resolved  to  spend  his  whole 
life  in  quietness  (the  term  had  a  special  reference  to  monastic 
seclusion),  but  he  had  not  been  allowed  to  carry  out  this  resolve. 
Enemies  had  put  him  in  peril,  because  he  would  not  de\iate  from 
the  Nicene  faith.  Then  he  set  down  the  creed  in  its  Nicene 
form — ignoring,  as  utterly  as  Cyril  had  done,  the  so-called 
"  Constantinopolitan "  recension.  In  this  faith,  he  proceeded, 
he  had  been  baptized  and  "  sealed "  {i.t,  confirmed) ;  in  it  he 
prayed  to  die.  It  had  been  ratified  by  the  Council  of  Ephesus, 
with  a  prohibition  against  any  alteration  of  its  wording ;  of  this 
decree  he  had  a  copy,  which  Cyril  himself  had  sent  him.  He  pro- 
ceeded to  anathematize  Manes,  Valentinua,  Apollinaris,  Nestorius, 
and  all  heretics  up  to  Simon  Magus,  besides  those  who  said  that 
Chiist's  flesh  had  descended  from  heaven.  Two  prelat-es  thereupon 
asked  him  to  say  whence  Christ^s  flesh  had  in  fact  been  derived, 
whether  the  Word  had  really  assumed  flesh.  He  would  not  answer, 
and  the  subject  was  ordered  to  drop.  The  memorial  went  on  to 
complain  of  Flavian  and  of  the  other  bishops  who  had  at  the  time 
been  staying  at  Constantinople,  for  obliging  Imii  to  meet  the 
indefinite  charges  of  Eusebius,  and  for  idtimately  condemning  him 
in  spite  of  his  professed  adherence  to  the  Councils,  of  his  appeal 
to  a  future  Council,  and  of  the  consideration  due  to  "  the  grey 
hairs  of  one  who  had  grown  old  in  strife  with  heresy  and  in  the 
confession  of  true  religion."  He  then  described  the  subsequent 
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events  from  his  o^m  point  of  view,  and  concluded  a  well-worded 
plea  by  entreating  the  synod  to  take  account  of  the  calumnies  got 
up  against  him^  and  to  inflict  due  censure  on  those  who  had  been 
the  authors  of  the  mischief.  Flavian  quietly  said,  "This  man 
has  Eusebius  as  his  accuser ;  order  Eusebius  to  attend  "  Count 
Elpidius  interrupted :  "  The  accuser  has  fulfilled  his  task  and 
ought  not  to  have  a  rehearing;  let  the  acts  of  the  trial  at  Con- 
stantinople be  read."  Dioscorus  moved  that  they  should  be  read  ; 
Juvenal  and  others  assented.  Julius  said  he  was  content,  if  the 
Pope's  letter  might  first  be  read,  and  Hilanis  demanded  that  it 
should  be  read.  However,  Dioscorus  ruled  that  the  acts  should 
bo  i*ead  lirst,  then  the  letter  of  the  bishop  of  l^mo.  The  acta, 
accordingly,  were  begun ;  and  it  is  thus  that  we  gain  our  knowledge 
of  them  from  their  insertion  within  the  acts  of  this  synod  of  Ephesus, 
just  as  we  know  the  acts  of  Ephesus  by  their  insertion  within  those 
of  Cbalcedou. 

The  reading  of  the  acts  was  interrupted  at  many  points :  f,g, 
when  Eusebius's  indictment  was  read,  containing  a  profession  of 
mihesion  to  the  Council  of  Ephesus  and  to  the  "expositions  of 
Cyril,"  the  bishops  cried  out, "  Dioscorus  and  CjTil  have  one  faith  \  " 
(a  proposition  far  frf)m  accurate) — wliereupon  Julius  declared  that 
the  Apostolic  see  similarly  assented  to  Cyril's  teaching.  After 
the  Lmlentur  Cceli  had  been  read,  Eustathius  of  Berytus  claimed 
that  it  should  be  interpreted  by  Cyril's  subsequent  letters  to 
Acacius,  Valerian,  and  Succensus,  in  which  the  phrase,  *'One 
nature  of  the  Word,  a  nature  incarnate,"  was  defended  as  being 
Athanasian — though  this,  as  we  have  seen,  was  an  error,  Wliea 
the  reader  came  to  Basil's  speech,  in  which  the  phrase  '*in  twx> 
natures"  was  upheld  and  explained,  some  one  (Basil  at  Chal- 
oedon  could  not  remember  who)  rushed  forward  exclaiming,  *'lliat 
phrase  has  upset  the  Church,"  and  the  Egj'ptian  bishops  and  tlie 
monks  who  followed  Barsumoa  cried  out,  *'  Cut  him  in  two  who 
says  '  two  natures ' ! "  Basil  was  thoroughly  frightened ;  he 
might  well  expect  the  worst  when  he  was  furiously  denounced 
as  a  Nestorian.  Dioscorus  sarcastically  observed,  "  Keep  silence 
a  little ;  let  us  hear  other  blasphemies.  Wliy  are  we  to  blame 
Nestorius  only  ?  There  are  many  Nestoriusea."  His  notary 
John  then  volunteered  a  remark:  "From  what  has  been  read 
we  observe  that  those  who  said  these  things  did  pat  forth 
another  creed  beside  that  which  was  put  forth  at  Nicasa  and  con- 
firmed here."    The  reading  went  on,  interrupted  for  a  short  time 
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by  a  remark  from  yEtherichus,  bishop  of  Smyrna,  t€  the  effect  tLat 
he  was  niisreported  as  having  given  assent  to  those  who  hod  Bpokeu 
before  him  at  Constantinople,  At  last  the  reader  came  to  the 
i'eportof  Eusebiiis'a  question  to  Eutyches,  whether  ho  admitted  "  two 
natures  after  the  Incarnation/'  and  "the  co-essentiality  of  Christ 
with  ihs  according  to  the  Ilcah."  Forthwith  a  tumult  arose  which 
was  one  of  the  most  characteristic  incidents  of  this  Ql-omened 
assembly.  "  Away  with  Eusebiua  !  buiu  him !  burn  him  alive ! 
tear  him  in  two!  As  ho  has  divided,  let  him  be  divided  1 "  The 
bishops  who  poured  forth  these  wild  outcries  thought  that  Eusebius 
had  required  Eutyches  to  admit  Nestorianism ;  for,  to  their  ears,  the 
*'  two  natures  "  imported  nothing  less.  Dioscoms  did  his  best  to 
fan  the  flame.  "  Is  this  statement,  '  two  natures  after  the  Incarna- 
tion/ tolerable  to  you?"  His  supporters  cried  out,  "Anathema 
to  him  that  makes  it!"  He  resumed:  "Since  I  have  need  botli 
of  your  voices  and  of  your  bands,  if  any  one  cannot  shout,  let  him 
hold  up  his  hand."  Again  the  shout  arose,  "Anathema  to  him 
that  says  '  two ' ! "  When  Eutyches's  declaration  of  his  belief  wa.s 
read,  as  it  had  been  uttei-ed  before  the  syiiod  of  Constantinople, 
Dioscorus  and  his  adherents  accepted  it  as  orthodox :  in  fact,  it 
was  colourless  on  the  question  at  issue :  but  when  they  came  to 
his  further  words,  admitting  that  our  Lonl  was  of  two  natures 
before  the  incarnation,  but  confessing  only  one  after  it,  the  president 
anil  the  majority  again  assented,  and  so  committed  thomselvea 
to  his  formula.  The  i-eport  of  Basil's  words,  imputing  the  notion 
of  "  mixture  "  to  the  deniers  of  two  natures,  caused  the  tenilied 
Basil  to  say  tlmt  he  did  not  know  he  had  used  those  words:  he 
believed  he  bad  said,  "  If  you,  Eutyches,  say  *  of  two  natures 
before  the  Incarnation,*  but  assert  '  one  nature  after  it/  you 
will  be  tJiought  to  assert  a  confusion  and  mixture ;  but  if  you 
will  add  'incarnate,'  you  will  speak  like  the  fathers." 

The  proceedings  of  the  Council  of  Constantinople  having  been 
read  through,  Eutyches  procured  the  further  reading  of  the  acts  of 
the  subsequent  inqiury.  This  having  been  done,  the  unfortunate 
Basil  again  attempted  to  minimise  his  concern  in  the  proceedings 
against  Eutyches,  or  to  reinstate  himself  in  the  approbation  of 
Dioscorua,  by  professing  not  only  that  he  abhorred  all  deviation 
from  Nicene  and  Ephesian  standards,  but  that  he  retracted  his 
own  words  in  favour  of  two  natures,  and  "adored  the  one  natm'e 
of  the  Godhead  of  the  Only-begotten  who  became  incarnate."  At 
Chalcedon  he  gave  some  explanation  of  his  own  weakness:  "  theru 


484 


Tlu  Age  of  tlie  Fatlters, 


rushed  into  the  chxxrch  aimed  soldiers^  and  the  monks  wit 
liaraumas  and  the  parabolani  and  a  great  crowd  beside  stood 
up  ; "  in  shortj  he  was  terrorised  by  thoae  whom  the  president  had 
at  hia  bock — though,  by  his  own  account,  ho  did  not  with  his 
own  lips  retract  Lis  statement,  but  asked  by  the  mouth  of  another 
bishop  that  it  might  be  "  con-ected*"  Seleucus  made  a  similar 
retractation ;  whereupon  Eutyches  remarked  that  this  proved  tlie 
previous  falsification  of  the  acts,  and  referred  to  a  statement  of 
Mi^nus  the  Sileutiary,  which  statement  Flavian  characterized  as 
false.  "  Prove  it,"  said  Dioscorus.  "  I  have  been  debarred  from 
speaking,"  replied  Flavian,  Dioscorus,  who  on  this  occasion  spoke 
calmly  and  decorously,  said  that  ho  had  not  been  forbidden  to  speak; 
and  asked  Eusebiua  of  Ancyra  whether  this  was  not  true.  "  God 
knows,"  said  Eusebiua  to  Flavian,  "  we  wish  you  to  speak." 
Dioscorus  asked  a  similar  question  of  Stephen,  then  of  all  the 
prelates.  "  The  holy  synod  said,  '  We  have  not  prohibited  him.'  " 
Then  Flavian  declared  that  the  minutes  of  the  second  session  of 
Constantinople  contained  no  falsification — that  the  acts  were  ex- 
amined Ln  presence  of  the  bishops  of  Cassarea  and  Ancyra,  and 
Ihfaguus,  and  nothing  of  the  sort  was  discovered.  Nothing 
those  acts  could  touch  him.  He  had  never  thought  or  held,  and 
uever  would  hold,  otherwise  than  was  right. 

Dioscorus  then  asked  the  bishops  to  speak  their  minds 
Eutyches ;  and  one  hundred  and  thtrtceu  in  succession  dec! 
him  to  be  orthodox,  and  voted  for  his  restoration  to  his  dignity. 
Among  these  was  Domnus  of  Antioch,  who  said  that  the  sentence 
against  Eutyches  had  been  sent  to  liim  from  Constantinople, 
and  he  had  signed  it ;  but  now,  as  Eutyches  professed  his 
adhesion  to  the  decrees  of  Niciea  and  Ephesus,  he  agreed  that  he 
should  l>e  reinstated  in  presbyteral  rank  and  in  the  govemmeai 
of  "  the  pious  brethren  who  were  placed  under  his  rule."  Basil 
Seleucia  made  a  similar  statement.  Of  course  this  was  a  pitia 
self-condemnation  ;  for  Eutyches  had  given  just  the  same  guarantee, 
whatever  it  was  wurth,  at  his  trial.  When  all  had  spoken — for,  as 
Tillemont  phrases  it.  "Dioscorus  willed  that  each  individually 
should  take  part  in  this  abomination  " — Barsumas  was  also  per- 
mitted to  add  his  vote  by  an  interpreter,  to  the  efifect  that 
"  like  a  child  he  followed  his  own  fathers,  and  testified  to  thi 
orthodox  faith  of  the  holy  archimandrite  Eutyches,  rejoicing 
the  bishops  had  restored  to  him  the  degree  of  priesthood  and  the 
government  of  his  monastery."    Dioscorus  then  said,  "  I  confinn 
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the  votes  of  this  whole  cecumenical  synod  in  the  case  of  the  pious 
archimandrite  Eutyches,  and  bring  in  my  own  judgment,  tliat 
he  should  hold  his  place  in  the  rank  of  the  preabyterate  and 
j)Teside  over  his  own  monastery,  as  he  did  of  old."  A  petition 
from  Naraes,  priest  and  monk,  and  thirty-four  other  members  of 
the  same  monastery,  was  then  read,  complainin*;  of  the  interdict 
imder  which  it  had  lain,  and  begging  the  synod  to  cancel  Flavian's 
unjust  sentence  against  them  and  to  punish  him  for  having 
inflicted  it.  Dioscorus  questioned  them  on  their  faith.  Did  they 
hold,  as  to  the  Savioiu-'s  coming  in  the  flesh,  with  Athanasius, 
Cyril,  Gregory,  and  all  orthodox  biahops  ?  Did  they  adhere  to 
Eutyches*s  own  written  statement  of  faith  1  Did  they  anathematize 
those  who  thought  otherwise  ?  They  gave,  of  course,  satisfactory 
answers,  by  the  mouth  of  the  deacon  Eleuainius.  It  was  resolved 
that  the  sentence  in  favour  of  Eutyches  should  include  them  in  its 
scope. 

The  synod  then  ordered  the  doctrinal  documents  of  the  former 
Council  of  Ephesns  to  be  read.  When  the  reader  commenced 
the  Ephesian  decree  forbidding  the  composition  or  presentation  of 
any  "  faith  "  other  than  the  Nicene,  Onesiphorus  of  Iconium  said 
to  Marinianus  of  Synnada  and  Epiphanius  of  Perga,  who  were 
sitting  beside  him,  "  This  canon  is  being  i-ead  for  no  other  purpose 
than  to  procure  the  deposition  of  bishop  Flavian."  "  God  forbid  !  " 
said  Epiphanius :  "  if  any  one  is  to  be  the  object  of  indignation,  it 
will  be  Eusebius  ;  no  one  can  be  so  mad  as  to  attempt  anything 
against  Flavian/'  But  it  was  soon  proved,  says  Tillemont, 
that  Onesiphoiois  was  right.  When  the  reading  ceased,  Dioscorus 
recapitulated  the  proliibitory  decree,  but  unwarrantably  extended 
its  meaning,  as  if  it  had  forbidden  all  doctrinal  "  inquiry  "  beyond 
the  terms  of  the  Nicene  Creed — an  extension  which  was  not  only 
unfair  but  suicidal,  for  it  would  have  condemned  the  terms  *'  hypo- 
static union  "  and  "  Theotocoa  ;  *'  and,  quite  as  unjustifiably,  he 
omitted  tlie  clause,  as  to  "  presenting  no  other  creed  to  converts," 
which  so  limited  its  scope  as  to  make  it  quite  inapplicable  to  any- 
thing which  had  been  done  by  Flavian  in  his  synod.  He  called  on 
the  prelates  to  signify  their  opinions  in  writing,  as  to  whether  any 
one  who  should  "  inquire  "  further  would  or  would  not  *'  subject 
himself  to  the  condemnation  of  the  fathers."  Thalassius  then 
declared  that  he  abhorred  those  who  thought  contrary  to  the 
Nicene  faith  :  which  was  not  a  direct  answer  to  the  question. 
Four  other  bishops  said  in  effect  the  same.    Then  Julius,  with 
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!foman  brevity,  pronounced,  "  the  Apostolic  see  holds  this."  Four 
other  prelates  expressed  their  strict  adhesion  to  this  faith.  Hilarus 
declared  that  the  Apostolic  see  taught  and  venerated  the  Nicene 
and  Ephesian  theology,  and  reminded  the  Council  of  the  Roman 
letter  adilressed  to  it^  "  which,  if  ynu  onler  it  to  be  read,  you  will 
find  to  harmonize  with  the  trutL"  ^Vuotlier  and  yet  another 
bishop  protested  his  intention  of  abiding  by  the  same  faith.  Then 
Diosconis  summoned  his  secretaries :  they  brought  him  a  paper 
which  was  read»  but  which  appears  in  the  acts  as  his  speech.  It 
was  to  this  eHcct :  after  a  preamble  giving  his  own  account  of  the 
Ephesian  rule  as  to  the  Creed,  it  pi-oceeded  to  say  that  "  Flavian 
and  Euaebius,  who  have  been  bishops  of  Constantinople  and 
Dorylaium,  have  been  the  occasion  of  scandal  and  disturbance  to 
the  chui*chea,  and  to  the  orthodox  people  everywhere ;  it  ia  clear, 
therefore,  that  they  have  made  themselves  liable  to  the  penalties 
prescribed  by  the  fathers ;  and  accordingly  we,  afi&rming  what 
the  fathers  decreed,  have  judged  the  said  Flavian  and  Eusebiua 
to  be  alien  from  all  priestly  and  episcopal  dignity."  Each  of  the 
bishops  was  then  requestcil  to  declai-e  and  put  on  record  his  own 
judgment,  and  it  was  at  the  same  time  intimated  that  the  proceed- 
ings of  the  day  would  be  made  known  to  the  Emperor.  Flavian 
laconically  uttered  his  protest :  "  I  disown  you/'  i.t,  "  I  demur  to 
you»  Dioscorus,  as  an  incompetent  judge."  Hilams  was  equally 
succinct ;  he  pronounced  the  one  Latin  word,  Contradieitur.  If  be 
said  more,  as  Theodoret's  language  in  one  of  his  letters  might 
imply,  it  was  not  recorded ;  nor  is  any  similar  protest  ascribed  to 
his  companion  Julius  of  Puteoli.  Onesiphorus  of  Iconium,  with 
his  friends,  rose  up,  in  order  to  remonstrate ;  lie  clasped  the 
knees  of  Dioscorus,  exclaiming,  "  Do  not,  by  the  feet  of  your  Piety  ! 
He  has  done  nothing  worthy  of  deposition.  But  if  he  is  worthy 
of  deposition,"  he  added,  in  the  incohereney  of  agitation,  "  let  liim 
be  deposed."  *'  You  have  presbyters  of  your  own,"  said  the  bishop 
of  Svnnada :  "  the  lord  bishop  ought  not  to  be  deposed  on  account 
of  a  presbjrter.'*  "  If  my  tongue  were  to  be  cut  out,"  said  Dioscorus, 
"  I  can  say  no  other  words."  Basil  begged  him  not  to  suppresa 
the  opinion  of  the  whole  world — a  sample  of  hyperbole  which  was 
likely  enough  to  exasperate  the  president,  who  rose  up  from  his 
throne,  stood  conspicuous  on  its  footstool,  and  fiercely  asked 
whether  they  were  getting  up  a  sedition  against  his  authority ; 
adding,  as  the  witnesses  afterwai'ds  deposed,  "  Where  are  the 
Counts  ? "    Elpidius  and  Etdogius  hastened  to  his  side.    At  their 
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bidding  the  proconsul  entered,  with  a  large  body  of  soldiers  carry- 
ing sticks  and  swotds,  and  also  brandishing  chains  which  might 
l)e  used  as  instruments  of  coercion.  The  terror  thus  excited  was 
materially  enhanced  by  the  violence  of  the  monks  who  surrounded 
Barsumas,  and  of  the  '*  parabolani "  who  liad  accompanied  Dioscorua 
to  Ephesua  and  who  now  apparently  entered  at  his  call  Bishops 
who  attempted  to  leave  the  church  found  exit  impossible ;  those 
who  trieti  to  escape  observation  were  pointed  at  by  the  president, 
as  he  stood  up  and  warned  them  that  whoever  refused  to  sign  the 
sentence  would  have  to  reckon  with  him.  Sheer  physical  terror, 
combined  with  the  effect  of  menaces  of  deposition  or  exile,  extorte<-l 
signatures  from  many  reluctant  bishops.  They  declared  afterwards 
that  they  had  been  made  to  put  their  names  to  a  blank  paper,  and 
this  after  some  of  them  had  been  detained  in  the  church  njitil  the 
evening. 

Such  was  the  account  given  at  Chalcedon^  rather  more  tliau 
two  years  later,  by  somo  who  had  assented  in  these  circumstances 
to  the  sentence  against  Flavian  and  Eusebius,  and  who  naturally 
<lesired  to  represent  themselves  as  liaving  acted  under  practical 
compulsion.  It  contrasts  remarkably  with  the  representation 
given  in  the  minutes.  There  we  find,  after  the  protest  of  Hilarus, 
a  string  of  speeches  by  bishops,  expressing  their  assent  to  the 
judgment  framed  by  Dioscorua.  A  hundred  prelates,  followed  by 
Barsumas,  are  described  as  thus  verbally  assenting.  Juvenal 
begins :  he  says  that  Flavian  and  Eusebius  have  shown  themselves 
alien  from  the  priesthood  and  the  episcopal  rank,  in  that  they  have 
attempted  to  add  to,  or  to  take  away  from,  the  Nicene  faith  con- 
firmed at  Ephesus.  Domnus  follows  in  briefer  terms ;  Thalassins 
next  finds  the  two  prelates  guilty  of  acting  contrary  to  the  decisions 
of  the  fathers  as  to  the  faith ;  Eusebius  of  Ancyra  says  he  "  always 
likes  what  is  kindly,  but  be  consents  because  the  interests  of 
religion  have  moved  the  fathers  "  (i.e.  the  other  bishops)  "  to  pass 
this  sentence ; "  Stephen  of  Ephesus,  probably  anxious  to  atone 
for  his  oourtesies  to  Eusebius  and  to  Flavian's  clerics,  declares 
that  the  sentence  is  just.  Other  bishops  follow,  whose  speeches 
jure  preserved  only  in  the  Latin  version  of  the  acts — the  Greek 
from  this  point  onwards  gives  nothing  beyond  the  names  of  the 
bishops  voting — i\g,  Diogenes  of  Cyzicus,  who  was  opposed  to 
Eutyches,  says  that  ho  consents ;  the  unhappy  Basil  says,  as  if 
addressing  his  brethren,  *'  I  consent  to  aU  that  your  blessednesses 
have  decreed."     Photius  of  Tyre  consents  ;  Marinianus  of  S3'nnada, 
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wJio  had  joined  with  Onesiphonis  in  his  remonstrance,  is  made  la 
say  that  lie  entii-ely  follows  what  has  been  ordained  by  the  synod, 
"  which  is  of  higher  authority  than  my  littleness  ; "  and  Nunechios. 
who  had  sat  by  him  and  concurred  with  him,  also  consents.  Some 
few  bishops  had  already,  in  the  process  of  Eutychea's  acquittal, 
given  vent  to  severe  words  against  Flavian's  synod  and  its 
sentence :  and  a  bitter  attitude  becomes  now  atill  more  marked. 
Uranius  of  Himeria  says  that  those  who  have  tampered,  like 
Flavian,  with  the  Nicene  and  EpLesian  rulings,  "deserve  even  to  be 
imt  to  the  sword ; "  Pancratius  of  Libyas  says  that  by  "  the  crash  of 
Flavian's  episcopate  "  the  world  has  been  set  free  from  scandal ; 
Leontius  of  Magnesia  says  that  Flavian  and  Eusebius  have  to 
attribute  their  destruction  to  their  own  blasphemy ;  Theopemptns 
of  Cabasa  says  that  Flavian  has  desired  to  establish  Nestorianism  ; 
John  of  Hephaestus  says  the  like,  and  brands  the  two  bisliops  with 
giving  occasion  to  pa^ns  and  Jews  to  mock  at  the  faith  as  if  it 
were  still  unsettled ;  Barsumas  says,  "  Following  your  Holinesses,  I 
will  condemn  Flavian  and  Eusebius,  who  have  been  condemned  by 
you."  After  this  in  the  (Latin)  acts  comes  a  longer  series,  not  of 
speeches  but  simply  of  signatures,  in  number  a  hundred  and 
twenty-nine,  not  including  Barsumas  and  two  priests  who  sign  83 
l)roxies  for  their  absent  bishops.  It  is  observable  that  Onesiphoros 
fvf  Iconium,  who  certainly  dkl  sign  under  terror,  does  not  appear  in 
either  list ;  while  his  companions  appear  in  both.  The  speeches 
ascribed  to  them  invite  suspicion.  Nor  can  we  well  suppose  that» 
amid  the  excitement  and  confusion  wbicb,  according  to  these 
witnesses  and  to  Basil  of  Seleucia,  followed  on  the  remonstrances  of 
Onesiphonis  and  the  rest,  all  these  speeches  could  have  been  uttered 
before  the  signatures  began.  The  order  of  names  is  not  identical  in 
the  two  series ;  but  towards  the  end  of  each,  a  number  of  Egyptian 
bishops  come  together.  In  the  list  of  signatures,  one  bisbop  (Ura- 
nius) appears  as  signing  for  himself,  though  further  on  a  priest 
signs  for  him  at  his  request.  Two  bishops  appear  as  signing  by 
the  hands  of  other  bishops,  expressly  on  the  ground  that  they  '*  do 
not  know  letters."  Julius  of  Puteoli  certainly  did  not  sign,  and 
seems  to  have  escaped. 

The  most  tragical  incident  in  the  scene  of  terrorism  was  a  brutal 
onslaught  made  by  Barsumas  and  his  savagely  fanatical  monk) 
upon  Flavian.  He  was  thrown  down,  and  kicked,  and  otherwise 
maltreated  ;  this  must  be  taken  as  an  unquestionable  fact,  although 
llieophanes,  the  Byzantine  chronicler — who  wrote  three  and  a  half 
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centimes  later  than  the  e%'ent3  we  are  recording — may  be  wrong 
in  saying  that  it  took  place  "  even  before  his  deposition."  At  the 
Council  of  Chalcedon,  Diogenes,  bishop  of  Cyzicus,  declared  that 
Barsumtts  had  stood  over  Flavian  after  he  had  been  knocked  down, 
and  cried  ant,  "  Stall  him  :  "  If  Dioscorus  did  not  personally  take 
pai't,  a.H  was  afterwards  alleged,  in  these  outrages,  hw  two  deacons, 
Harpocratioii  and  Peter — the  latter  of  whom,  surnaniod  Mongus, 
became  aftenvartls  Monophysite  bishop  of  Alexandria — are  not 
improbably  said  to  have  been  forward  in  the  attack  on  Flavian. 
Liberatus  ^ays  that  Flavian  and  Euscbins  were  both  committed  to 
prison ;  and  the  short  Latin  "  Breviculus  "  of  the  history  of  the 
Eutycbians  (otherwise  knoMTX  as  the  "  Gesta  de  nomine  Acacii  ") 
tells  US  that  Flavian  was  taken  thence  to  Epipa,  a  city  in  Lydia. 
There  he  died  of  the  cruel  treatment  which  he  had  received :  as 
Liberatus  expresses  it,  "  in  consequence  of  the  pain  of  the  blows  he 
passed  away  to  the  Lord/'  If  Theophanes  can  be  credited,  his 
death  took  place  on  the  third  day  after  his  deposition  :  but  this  is 
hardly  consistent  with  the  above-mentioned  authorities,  nor  with 
the  appeal  which  he  managed  t<i  get  conveyed  to  Leo  ;  and  his 
death  was  not  generally  known  for  several  months.  Tillemont — 
always  vigilant  in  pointing  a  moral  for  the  rebuke  of  secular-minded 
clergy — says  of  him,  that  '*  he  might  easily  have  enjoyed  on  earth 
all  the  satisfaction  that  can  come  from  great  riches  and  the  highest 
dignity^  if  he  had  chosen  to  cheat  his  conscience  by  the  specious 
pretext  of  tranquillity  and  peace :  but  he  preferred  to  exasperate 
an  avaricious  minister,  instead  of  emiching  him  with  what  belonged 
to  the  poor ;  and  he  feared  not  to  declare  himself  the  defender  of  a 
truth  which  was  odious  to  the  court  and  was  attacked  by  monks 
and  by  bishops  powerful  in  this  world." 

Dioscorus  did  his  utmost,  by  threats  and  persuasions,  to  luduce 
the  legate  Hilarus  to  attend  nnother  meeting  of  the  Council,  and 
there  to  assent  to  the  condemnation  of  Flavian,  Hilarus  himself 
wrote  afterwards  to  Puleheria,  that  no  scourges  or  torments  wouhl 
have  extorted  from  him  such  an  assent,  but  that  he  had  succeeded 
in  escaping  from  Ephesus,  and  by  an  unfrequented  course  had  mrnle 
his  way  safely  back  to  Home.  Of  the  bishop  of  Puteoli  we  only 
know  that  his  report  of  the  proceedings  did  in  some  way  reach 
Leo. 

It  w  here  that  the  Syriac  "  acts,"  translated  and  edited  by 
Abb5  Martin,  begin,  and  fill  up  a  gap;  then-  compiler  coolly  omits 
the  first  session  with  all  the  proceedings  against  Flavian,  as  if  his 


490 


The  Age  of  the  FaUurs. 


[Chap. 


readers  could  have  as  little  interest  as  himself  iu  so  small  a  matter 
iis  the  condemnation  of  a  Greek  archbishop ;  or,  possibly,  because 
he  thought  it  expedient  to  suppress  what  had  given  such  scandal  to 
Christendom.    But  from  this  point  he  gives  full  details.    Dioscorus 
at  the  later  sessions  took  up,  one  after  another,  the  cases  of  all 
the  leading  bishops  of  the  party  opposed  to  him.     It  mattered 
nothing  that  some  of  them,  such  as  Theodoret  and    Ibas.  were 
absent,  and  that  the  onlinaiy  rules  of  justice  forbade  any  one  to  be 
condemned  before  he  was  heaixi  in  his  own  defence.     With  regard 
to  Ibas,  Photius  and  his  colleaguas  described  their  own  action  ; 
a  memorial  to  ChsDreas  from  the  Edessenes  was  read ;  his  official 
report,  and   a  letter    from   him   to   the  Master  of  the    Offices, 
followed;    and  at  last  sentence  was   pronounced  against  Ibaa  as 
liaving  uttered  impieties  and  blasphemies,  and  the  letter  to  Mari3 
called  forth  such  outcries  as  '*  Let  Il^as  be  burned  1    Satan  is  more 
pious  than  Ibas!" — although  a  nnmber  of  the  bishops  who  thus 
succumbed   to   the  absolutism  of  Diosconis   had   no   knowledge 
whatever  of   the  case  of  the  bishop  of  Edessa.      Ibaa's  nephew 
Daniel,  bishop  of  Carrhae,  was  next  attacked  on  the  ground  of  im- 
morality and  sacrilege.     Domnus,  it  m'os  said,  had  tried  to  shield 
him  by  refusing  to  hear  his  accusers ;  Eustathius  atfirmed  that  he 
had  resigned  his  see  wlien  he  found  that  deposition  would  otherwise 
be  imminent ;  Photius  said  that  such  a  man  "ought  not  to  go  up 
to  the  altar."     Ui-anius  was  strong  on  the  same  side;  Dioscoms 
adhered  to  their  opinion ;    and  sentence  of  deposition  was  pro- 
nounced.   A  like  measure  was  meted  out  to  Irena>us  as  a  Nestorion 
and   a  digamist,  to   Aquilinus  of  Byblos — whom   Photius  oddly 
described  as  "  more  irascible  than  Irenmus  " — and  to  Ibas's  first 
cousin,  Sophronius  of  Telia.     Sabinian,  who  had  been  canonically 
ap|X)inted  to  the  see  of  Perrha,  after  it  had  been  resigned  by  that 
Athanasius  who  had  imposed  on  Cyril,  was  deprived  without  &| 
hearing,  and  Athanasius  was  reinstated  in  his  see. 

Naturally  the  great  theologian  of  the  Oriental  party  was  nol 
to  escape  the  remorseless  vengeance  of  Diosconis.  A  Syriaai 
priest  of  Antioch  presented  a  "  libellos "  against  Theodoret,  the 
character  of  which  may  be  estimated  by  a  few  extracts.  Theodoret 
had  composed  a  new  creed ;  he  and  Domnus  had  forced  the  com- 
plainant to  sign  it,  and  then  made  him  say  that  he  had  done  so 
voluntarily.  Theodoret  had  said,  "  Don't  meddle  with  Scripture ;. 
rather  translate  Plato,  Aristotle,  and  the  medical  writers  "- 
spiteful  hit  at  Theodoret^s  renown  as  a  scholar.    This  "  lil)ellus  *' 
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rose  higher  and  higher  in  wild  vehemence :  it  recalled  the  slaughter 
of  Agag  and  of  the  Baal-prophets ;  it  urged  the  Council  to  '"■  bum, 
hum,  bum.  Neatorians."  I^assages  from  Theodoret's  auti-Cyrilline 
wiitinga  were  then  read.  Diosconis,  in  a  violent  speech,  denounced 
Theodoret  as  having  dragged  to  ruin  numberless  souls,  and  as 
meriting  not  only  deposition  hut  excommunication.  Juvenal, 
Thalassius,  Eusebiua,  Basil,  Florentius,  Eustathius,  spoke  in  thy 
same  sense ;  and  the  "  holy  council "  exclaimed,  "  So  say  we  all : 
drive  out  the  heretic."  Theodoret  was  condemned,  by  his  own 
account,  at  the  simple  dictation  of  "  the  pi-esident,"  which  was 
obeyed  by  men  who  had  agreed  with  him  whom  now  they  aban- 
doned. The  crisis,  he  says,  exliibitod  some  of  them  as  traitors, 
others  as  cowards.  In  another  letter,  he  sj^eaks  bitterly  of  those 
who  as  readers,  or  deacons^  or  presbyters,  or  bishops,  had  warmly 
commended  his  preaching  at  Antioch, — had  como  up  at  the  end 
of  his  sermons  to  "  kiss  his  head,  his  breast,  his  hands,  or  even  to 
embrace  liia  knees,"  and  had  ealkil  his  doctrine  **  apostolical,"  yet 
had  now  condemned  it  with  anathema.  They  used  to  call  liim 
"  a  luminaiy,  not  only  of  the  Orient^  but  of  the  whole  world ; " 
and  now,  as  far  as  their  power  extended,  be  was  not  to  be 
allowed  so  much  as  a  loaf  of  bread ! 

Domnua  had  humiliated  himself  enough,  it  might  be  thought, 
by  jrielding  to  the  storm,  signing  the  sentence  against  Flavian,  and 
acquiescing  in  that  against  Theodoret.  But  tliis  was  not  deemed 
to  be  enough.  The  "  Pope  of  Alexandria "  determined  to  have 
the  satisfaction  of  setting  his  foot,  as  it  were,  on  the  throne  of 
Antioch  as  well  as  on  that  of  Constantinople.  Accordingly,  three 
days  after  the  deposition  of  Flavian — that  is,  as  Abbe  Martin 
reckons,  on  the  23rd  of  August — when  the  unhappy  bishop  of 
Antioch  was  (not  unnaturally)  ill  and  unable  to  appear  in  the 
Council  hut  had  signified  his  assent  to  the  recent  depositions,  a 
"  libellus "  was  received  accusing  him  (among  other  things)  of 
having  built  a  house  for  Theodoret,  and  having  called  liim  "father:" 
it  was  also  alleged  that  he  had  opposed  the  proceedings  against 
Irenreus;  that,  when  addressing  catechumens  iu  Holy  Week,  he 
Iiad  insisted  on  the  difference  of  the  Two  Natures ;  that  he  had 
jMirsecuted  Alexander,  bishop-elect  of  Antaradus,  for  having  re- 
course to  Cyril;  that  he  himself  had  l^een  promoted  by  pagan 
influence,  consecrated  at  4  p.m.  without  any  Eucharist,  and  had 
made  three  persons  bishops  by  mere  letters  without  imposition 
of  hands.     A  letter  of  his  to  Flavian,  complaining  of  Dioscoms, 
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produced  a  violent  outcry  :  "  He  who  slanders  Dioscorus  blas- 
phemes Grod !  "  A  correspondence  between  Dioscorua  and  Domnus 
was  next  read.  Dioscorus  had  complained  bitterly  of  Theodoret, 
affirmiid  that  the  orthodox  in  the  Orient  were  scandalised,  and 
exhorted  Domnua  to  provide  the  Church  of  Tyre  with  a  good  bishop 
in  succession  to  IrencGus.  Domniis  replied  that  the  Oriental 
bishops  were  true  to  the  Nicene  Creed,  and  that  he  had  used  as 
tests  of  orthodoxy  Cyril's  letter  to  John  and  Athanasius's  to 
Epictetus :  to  which  Dioscorus  had  replied,  "  You  are  walking  in 
crooked  paths  ;  I  again  beg  you  to  silence  Nestorianiaers."  Domnua 
in  his  rejoinder  again  upheld  the  Reuuion,  and  praised  "  the  blessed 
Cyril;"  professed  agreement  with  fourteen  great  episcopal  authorities, 
but  remonstrated  against  the  naked  assertion  that  "  God  died," 
which  some  Egyptian  monks  had  uttered  even  during  "  the  sacri- 
lice ; "  deprecated  a  revival  of  the  quarrel  about  Cyril's  articles, 
which  he  described  as  "  obscuring  the  question,"  meaning  that  they 
were  open  to  misconatruction.  But  even  such  mild  criticism  was 
an  offence  in  Egyptian  eyes.  Dioscorus  pronounced  him  to  be 
deposed  ;  Juveual,  Thalassius,  Stejikeu  (in  a  violent  speech), 
Eusebius,  Diogenes,  Basil,  Photius,  and  others,  followed  suit.  He 
was  apparently  sent  into  exile :  he  was  named  along  with  Flavian, 
Eusebius,  and  Theodoret,  in  a  law  promulgated  by  Thcodosius  after 
the  Council ;  and  it  is  to  be  observed  that  his  deposition  was  the 
only  act  of  that  Council  which  was  not  reversed.  "  Tlie  weakness 
which  he  had  shown,"  says  Tillemont,  "  well  deserved  this  deposi- 
tion : "  he  probably  never  asked  for  restoration,  "  as  it  is  certain 
that  he  made  no  such  request  at  the  Council  of  Chalcedon  :  Gk>d, 
perhaps,  in  mercy  permitted  him  to  remain  unrestored,  in  order  to 
relieve  him  of  an  office  for  which  he  was  not  competent,  and  to 
give  him  opportunity  to  make  amends  by  penitence  in  solitude 
for  the  faults  which  he  had  committed."  The  unhappy  man  is 
said  to  have  retired  after  a  time  into  the  wilderness  of  Judaja,  and 
to  have  resumed  the  ascetic  life  under  the  oversight  of  the  holy 
recluse  Euthymius.  If  he  buried  himself  in  this  penitential  soli- 
tude, we  can  understand  why,  at  the  Council  of  Chalcedon,  a 
pension  for  his  supi>ort  was  made  chargeable  on  the  CTiurch 
revenues  of  Antioch,  at  the  request  of  Maximus,  who  had  been 
consecrated  as  his  successor. 

Such  was  the  ill-fated  Council  of  449,  wldch,  in  combination 
with  that  of  Arimiuum,  brought  so  deep  a  discredit  on  the  very 
name  of  an  ecclesiastical  8}aiod.     But  the  moral  dra\>*n  from  these 
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two  cases  by  the  AMcan  bishop  Factmdus  of  Hermiane,  in  the 
sixth  century,  points  out  the  cause  of  their  common  disgrace: 
"  Nowhere  has  a  Coundl  been  under  constraint  without  subscribing 
to  falsehood."  Constantius  by  his  agents  domineered  over  the  one ; 
Dioscorus  in  person,  supported  by  the  government,  was  yet  more 
tyrannous  over  the  other.  These  two  Councils,  in  short,  fell, 
because  they  were  not  morally  free.  Their  example  tells  nothing 
against  synodical  action  where  its  legitimate  conditions  are  observed. 
What  it  does  tell  against  is  the  confidence  in  mere  numbers  as  a 
guarantee  of  fidelity  and  resolution. 

This  miserable  assembly  is  known  in  Church  history  by  a  name 
which  Leo,  in  effect,  attached  to  its  proceedings  nearly  two  years 
later,  when,  writing  to  Pulcheiia,  he  speaks  of  "that  Ephesian 
trial — no,  not  trial,  but  brigandaga"  The  phrase  took,  and  re- 
mained in  the  Church's  memory  with  the  tenacity  of  an  epigram 
at  a  crisis :  the  Council  which  called  itself  the  Second  of  Ephesus 
has  been  known  throughout  all  time  as  that  of  the  Xra^oemium. 


CHAPTER  XLVIT. 


THE  INTEIIVAL   BEFORE  THE  COUNCIL  OF  CHAIiCEDON. 


It  is  supposed  by  Tillemont  that  Dioscorus  hastened  with  Entychos 
to  Const4intiuople,  aftei'  he  had  finishetl  his  work  at  Epheaus.  He 
"  wished  not  only  to  enjoy  in  the  midst  of  the  court  the  fruits  and 
the  plaudits  of  his  victory,  but  to  render  that  victory  more  com- 
plete Jind  more  lussui-ed  i>y  proctuing  its  confirmation  at  the  hands 
of  the  Pimperor  and  by  ordaining  a  new  bishop  at  Constantinople." 

Doubtless  we  must  see  the  hand  of  Dioscorus  in  the  law  to 
which  allusion  has  already  been  made,  and  by  which  Theodosius, 
after  reciting  the  previous  sanction  of  the  Nicene  and  Ephesian 
doctrine,  affirmed  that  Flavian  and  Eusebius,  by  following  the 
"  pernicious  suggestions  "  of  Nestorius,  had  involved  the  Churches 
in  schism ;  that,  in  consequence,  he  had  ordered  a  second  CouncD 
to  meet  at  Ephesus ;  that  this  assembly  had  reaffirmed  the  faith  of 
Niccea,  and  had  deposed  from  the  episcopate  not  only  Flavian  and 
Ensebius,  but  also  Domnus,  Theodoi-et,  and  others ;  that  he  there- 
fore approved  and  confirmed  the  decrees  of  this  recent  sjTiod,  and 
ordered  that  no  one  who  held  the  heresy  of  Nestorius  and  Flavian 
should  be  ordained  a  bishop ;  that  any  such  person  who  had  already, 
by  some  malignant  and  premature  action,  been  so  ordained,  should 
be  deposed ;  that  no  one  should  retain,  read,  or  copy  the  vnitings 
of  Nestorius,  or  Porphyry,  or  Theodoret,  but  should,  if  he  possesBod 
them,  deliver  them  up  to  be  burned  in  public.  Observe  the 
combination  of  the  first  and  third  names  with  that  of  the  groat 
antichristiau  writer  of  the  third  century. 

One  can  fancy  the  exultation  with  which  the  archbishop  of 
Alexandria  and  the  uow  reinstated  archimandrite  would  read  this 
law,  which  Tillemont  calls  "the  most  injurious  to  the  honour  of 
Theodosius  that  can  be  imagined."  They  would  feel  that  now,  at 
length,  they  had  made  sure  work;  not  only  had  Flavian  been 
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deposed  by  a  solemn  cecumenical  decree,  but  tliere  was  reason  tx) 
believe  that  he  had  actually  passed  out  of  the  world ;  no  doubt 
they  would  talk  freely  of  a  divine  judgment  as  having  confinned 
tbt)  Church's  sentence.  The  next  business  was  to  provide  for  the 
vacant  see.  The  Emperor,  we  are  told,  in  the  iirst  instance  con- 
sulted the  clei^  of  Constantinople,  reserving  to  himself  the  choice 
■of  the  most  approved  of  all  the  candidates.  But  this  produced  a 
demonstration  on  the  part  of  those  ecclesiastics  who  had  been 
loyally  attached  to  Flavian ;  and  they  were  supported  by  a  large 
number  of  the  laity,  whose  feelings  were  expressed  in  loud  accla- 
mations. There  were,  on  the  other  hand,  others  who  belonged  to 
the  Eutychianizing  party  ;  and  Theodosius,  -wishing  to  avoid  a 
dissension  which  might  be  dangerouSj  took  the  singular  course  of 
entrusting  the  election  to  those  foreign  ecclesiastics  who  happened 
to  be  at  that  time  in  Coustantinaple.  The  choice  fell  on  Anatolius, 
a  priest  of  Alexandria,  who  had  been  employed  by  Dioscorus  as 
his  agent  at  Constantinople  for  Alexandrian  Church  affairs.  He 
was  accordingly  consecrated  by  Dioscorus  and  other  bUhops  then 
at  Constantinople.  It  was  said  that  Eutyches  took  part  in  the 
service  on  th^  occasion,  and  that  Anatolius  said  to  him,  *'  You 
sanctify  any  place  you  tread  upon  !  " 

Leo  wrote  to  Flavian  on  the  11th  of  August,  not  knowing  what 
had  happened:  "Your  silence  increases  my  anxiety."  "I  have 
written  to  you  often,  and  ifc  is  long  since  I  heard  from  you ;  I  sent 
Basil "  (a  Greek  deacon)  *'  back  to  you  at  your  own  wish,  and  now 
I  send  this  short  letter  by  the  hands  of  the  '  honourable  man ' 
Eupsycliius,  and  beg  you  to  write  with  all  speed  and  inform  me 
as  to  the  concliiaion  of  the  affair.  I  trust  that  your  news  may 
relieve  my  anxiety."  This  was  the  substance  of  a  letter  which,  of 
course,  Flavian  never  i-eceived.  Leo  was,  as  he  say^  in  it  thrice 
over,  very  anxious;  but  Le  had  no  exjMictation  of  hearing  such 
news  as  at  last  came  to  him.  The  reality  must  have  exceeded  his 
worst  fears.  We  are  at  no  loss  to  picture  the  interview  at  the 
Lateran  between  him  and  Hilarus,  who  at  last  arrived  at  Rome 
and  narrated  the  tragedy  of  Ephesos  but  could  give  no  informa- 
tion as  to  the  fate  of  Flavian.  Thereupon  Leo  set  to  work  to  write 
to  the  Eastern  Emperor  and  his  sister.  In  October  he  addi*essed 
to  Theodosius  a  letter  which  we  possess  both  in  a  lirat  draft  with 
a  Greek  version,  and  in  a  fuller  form.  It  begins  in  lofty  terms  as 
to  his  own  confidence,  derived  from  St.  Peter,  that  he  would  have 
power  to  vindicate  the  truth ;  he  proceeds  to  say,  in  plain  words, 
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that  the  late  Council  had  "  injured  the  faith,  and  wounded  all 
Churches."     The  reason  was  evident:  those  who  had  assembled 
had  "  not  acted  with  a  pure  conscience,  nor  given   a  righteous 
judgment."     Some  had   been  excluded  who  had   a   right   to    be 
present  at  the  Council ;  others  with  no  right  were  brought  in,  who 
signed  the  condemnation  of  Fhivian  under  fulae  representations 
from  Dioscorus.     Writing  in  behalf  of  the  bishops  who  were  with 
him  (for  he  had  evidently  summoned  many  Italian  prelates  to  a 
synod),  Leo  entreated  Tlioodosius,  "by  the  undivided  Trinity  and 
the  holy  angels  of  Christ/'  to  let  the  whole  case  stand  over  for  the 
adjudication  of  a  truly  General  Council.     The  confession   of  a 
perfect  and  abiding  humanity  in  Christy  together  with  that  of  His 
true  Deity,  waa  the  object  for  which  martyxa  hnd  suffered.     Let 
the  fuller  Council,  he  requested,  be  held  in  Italy ;  this  wa.s  the 
petition  of  the  Western  bishops :  let  the  Eastern  bishops  come 
hither.     It  would  be  consonant  to  the  written  appeal  of  Flavian, 
and  to  the  "  Nicene  canon  "  (or  canons).     Leo  is  here  alluding  to 
the  Sardican  canons  which  provided  for  a  certain  kind  of  appeal 
to  Julius,  bishop  of  Rome,  and  for  a  consequent  rehearing.     He 
must  have  been  aware  of  the  case  of  Apiarius,  in  which  the  Roman 
claim   of  *'  Nicene   canons "   for  the  appellate   authority  of  the 
Roman  bisliop  had  been  proved  on  the  best  evidence  to  have  no 
warrant  from  the  genuine  text  of  the  canons  of  Xicaa.     Yet   he 
chose  to  shut  his  eyes  to  the  facts,  and  continued,  as  we  shall  see 
further  on,  to  make  that  claim,  although  in  terms  more  general 
than  had  been  used  by  liis  predecessors ;  for  be  foxmded  on  the 
**  canons  "  not  any  special  right  for  his  own  see,  but  the  propriety 
of  holding  a  general  Council  in  the  West,  for  which  the  terms  of  the 
Sardican  canons  give  no  authority.     He  wrote  again,  a  longer  and 
synodical  letter,  on  the  13th  of  October,  to  this  effect :  "  Your 
letter,  inviting  me  to  the  Council,  led  me  to  hope  that  all  would  go 
well :  the  cause  waa  so  simple  and  so  well  defended  ;  and  my 
legates  were  so  well  instructed,  that  if  DioscoruB  had  allowed 
either  my  letter  to  Flavian,  or  that  to  the  Council,  to  be  read  at  the 
Council,   the  truth  would  have   been  too  manifest   to  admit  of 
further  discussion.     But   private   feuds   were    prosecuted    under 
pretence  of  religion ;  and  an  eye-witness  has  assured  me  of  the 
facts.    The  large  number  of  bishops  assembled  would  have  been 
beneticial  for  consultation  and  decision,  if  he  who  chose  to  preside 
bad  shown  the  moderation  befitting  a  bishop ;  if  all  had,  aa  was 
customary,  been  allowed  to  speak  freely,  instead  of  being  coerced 
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into  setting  captive  hands  to  the  sentence  whicli  he  dictated." 
The  rest  of  the  letter  is  but  an  expansion  of  the  request  in  the 
previous  letter  for  a  general  synod  in  Italy.  Another  letter  of 
the  same  date  was  sent  to  Pulcheria.  Leo  tells  her  that  his  legates 
had  been  prevented  by  the  calamitoas  issue  of  the  Council  &om 
presenting  his  letter  to  her  ;  he  therefore  sends  a  fresh  copy  of  it, 
and  entreats  her  aid  for  the  undoing  of  the  injury  which  the 
recent  GoiuiclI  has  done  to  Christian  faith.  His  legates  had 
protested  that  what  was  being  done  through  force  and  terror  could 
not  prejudice  the  Church's  teaching  or  the  Apostles'  Creed,  and  that 
they  could  not  depart  from  his  own  doctrinal  statement,  set  forth 
in  his  letter  to  the  synod,  which  letter  was  not  allowed  to  be  read. 
He  sends  her  a  copy  of  his  letter  or  '*  petition  "  to  her  brother,  in 
which  he  has  asserted  that  Flavian  continued  to  be  in  the  com- 
munion of  the  Wusterna  and  has  aaked  for  a  new  Council  to  be  held 
in  Italy ;  and  he  concludes  by  again  bespeaking  the  exertion  of 
her  influence,  which  has  ever  been  used  to  relieve  the  troubles  of 
the  Church.  He  addressed  another  letter  (one  cannot  read  it 
without  some  touch  of  moumfiilness)  to  one  who  by  this  time,  or 
rather,  probably,  for  weeks  before  this  time,  had  passed  out  of  the 
reach  of  friend  or  enemy  ;  he  exhorted  Flavian  to  ''  endure  for  the 
time  what  would  redound  to  his  everlasting  glory,"  and  assured 
him  that  he  was  "  omitting  nothing  that  had  to  be  done  in  the 
common  cause."  Two  days  later,  on  the  loth  of  October,  he  wrote 
a  synodical  letter  to  the  clergy,  the  laymen  in  high  office,  and  the 
faithful  people,  of  Constantinople.  In  it  he  describes  the  signa- 
tures to  the  condemnation  of  Flavian  as  "  extorted  from  uumlliug 
bishops  by  the  bishop  of  Alexandria,  who  alone  claimed  the  whole 
power  for  his  own  self-will"  He  exhorts  them  to  stand  firm  in 
adherence  to  Flavian  :  whosoever  during  Flavian's  life  shall  dure 
to  usurp  his  see  will  never  enjoy  his  (Leo's)  communion  :  let  them 
regard  their  own  bishop  as  representing  Him  for  whom  he  feared 
not  to  endui-e  all  that  was  inflicted  upon  him.  There  were  at 
Constantinople  some  fifteen  iuchimaudritus  who  were  steadfastly 
anti-Eutychian,  and  to  the  first  four  of  them,  Fauatus,  Martin. 
Peter,  and  Emmanuel,  Leo  addressed  a  few  lines  of  exhortation, 
citing  the  text.  Gal.  i.  9.  "  Flavian  had  been  allowed  by  the  Lord 
to  endure  trial,  that  He  might  render  His  well-proved  bishop  more 
illustrious  by  the  merit  of  perseverance."  This  letter  also  ran  in 
the  names  of  "  Leo  and  the  sacred  synod  which  had  met  in  the  city 
of  Eome." 
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At  last,  after  these  letters  had  heen  despatched,  Anatolius  wroto 
to  Leo  a  letter  announcing  his  election,  and  explaining  why  his 
consecration  had  been  hastened ;  a  fraj^ment  of  it  is  stilJ  extant. 
Leo  might  seem  to  be  aware  by  now  of  the  tragical  end  of  Flavian *s 
troubles ;  for  he  represents  himself  long  afterwards,  in  a  letter  of 
March,  453,  not  as  having  felt  indignation  at  the  intrusion  into  a 
living  man's  see,  but  as  having  had  reasonable  "suspicions'*  on 
account  of  the  circumstances  of  the  new  bishop's  promotion.     And 
yet  subsequent  letters  \vill  show  that  (possibly  in  consequence  of 
some  fresh  rumours)  Flavian  was  believed  at  Home,  in  February 
of  the  next  year,  to  be  still  olive.     But  after  his  death  had,  at  la«l, 
been  ascertained  beyond  all  doubt  at  Rt^me,  Leo  still  remembered 
that  Anatolius  had  been  consecrated  by  Eutychianizei's,  and  ex- 
pected him  to  be  "  not  unlike  his  consecrators ; "  neither  he  nor  they, 
in  their  letters  to  Leo,  hml  said  a  word  to  intlicate  a  repudiation 
of  Eutychian  errors.     Leo  refrained  from  writing  in  reply  :  he  did 
not  disown  Anatolius  as  bishop  of  Cods  ton  tinople,  but  he  suspended 
intercourse  with  him  until  he  should  be  satisfied  as  to  his  ortho- 
doxy.    Anatolius  appears  to  have  consecrated  Maximus,  who  to«tk 
possession  of  the  see  of  Antioch,  Domnus  being  regarded  as  deposed, 
and  also,  in  effect,  as  having  tacitly  resigned  all  claims  to  his  see. 
The  act  was  in  Leo's  eyes  uncanonicaL     It  might  be  natural  to 
identify  Maximus  the  bishop  of  Antioch  with  Maximus  the  abbot 
of  Antioch,  whose  zeal  against  Nestorianism  was  so  prominent  in 
CyriUs  later  years,  if  the  bishop's  subsequent   attitude  did   not 
seem  to  exclude  this. 

That  there  was  deep  resentment  in  the  Orient, as  well  as  in  Pontus 
and  "  Asia,*'  against  Dioscorus  and  his  adherents,  is  most  certain  ; 
but  Liberatus  probably  exaggerates  when  he  speaks  of  an  open 
breach  of  communion.  This  step  would  have  been  too  dangerous. 
Theodoret  speaks  of  the  bishopa  who  disapproved  the  proceedings 
at  Ephesus  as  still  externally  in  communion  with  those  who  had 
taken  part  in  them ;  Maximus  seems  to  have  encountered  no 
resistance ;  Eusebius  of  Dorylreum  haii  to  see  his  church  usurped 
by  an  intruder ;  Sabinian  had  to  give  place  to  Athanasius.  One 
Nonnos  was  enthroned  at  Edessa,  and  Theodoret  wrote  to  console 
Ibas,  saying,  with  an  evident  allusion  to  Flavian's  fate,  "  Let  oh 
allow  the  murderers  to  retain  their  honour,  and  luxury,  and  pre- 
cedency, and  unhappy  glory ;  only  let  ««  hold  fast  to  the  doctrinen 
of  the  Goepel ! "  But  he  also  wrote  a  much  more  important  letter. 
the  most  famous  that  he  ever  did  write,  to  Pope  Leo,  after  having 
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obtained  a  copy  of  his  letter  to  Flavian,  -whicli  was  proof  enough 
of  his  ho.stihly  to  Eutycliianism,  New  hopes  hruJ  dawned  on 
Theudoret:  he  might  enlist  the  Western  Church's  sympathy  auil 
influence  in  behalf  of  liimaelf  and  other  jierKocuted  bishops  of  thii 
East;  he  accordingly  wrote  to  the  bbhop  of  Rome.  "  If  Paul/'  he 
begins,  "  betook  himself  to  Peter  for  a  solution  of  doubts  raised  at 
Antioch,  much  more  may  such  a  one  as  1  am  ask  of  your  apostolic 
throne  a  i-emedy  for  the  tliaeasos  of  the  Church."  This  version  of 
the  mmsion  of  Paul  and  Barnabas  in  Acts  xv.  2  would  hardly  beiir 
examination.  Theodoret  emphasizes  the  "  primacy  "  or  precedency 
of  the  Roman  see,  as  biLsed  in  part  on  the  dignity  of  the  old 
imperial  city  (on  which  he  dwells  in  rhetorical  style),  but  mainly 
on  the  traditional  "  faith  of  the  Romans  *'  (Kom.  i.  8),  and  on  the 
possession  of  the  tombs  of  SS.  Peter  and  Paul.  "  This  is  the  con- 
summation of  all  your  pdvilegea  " — ihis^  the  double  treasure  at 
the  Vatican  and  on  the  Ostian  road :  hut  of  any  divinely  ordained 
supremacy  over  the  whole  Church,  he  says  nothing.  He  proceeds 
to  extol  Leo's  own  orthodoxy  as  illuatruted  by  his  zeal  against 
Manicheism,  and  by  what  he  had  written  on  the  Incarnation, 
setting  forth  the  oneness  of  the  eternal  Son,  who,  being  Divine  and 
as  such  impassible,  assumed  a  nature  like  to  ours  in  all  points. 
save  in  its  immunity  from  sin.  Nothing  can  be  more  explicit 
than  Theodoret's  identification  of  the  suffering  Christ  with  the 
eternal  Only-begotten,  He  proceeds  to  summarise  the  enormities 
of  "  that  most  just  pi-elate  of  Alexandria;"  he  complains,  aa  he 
had  done  in  other  letters,  that  bishops  were  condemned  without 
that  fail-  heaiing  which  the  civil  courts  grant  to  homicides  and 
•'  tomb-breakers ;  "  he  recurs  to  Dioscorus's  injustice  to  himself, 
dating  &om  the  day  when  he  anathematized  him  in  church  \  he 
then,  in  what  is,  autobiogmphically,  the  most  interesting  part  of 
the  letter,  dwells  on  his  own  episcopal  labours,  whereby  he  had 
converted  more  than  a  thousand  Marcionites,  and  many  Arians  and 
Eunomiana,  and  amid  which  he  had  ofton  been  pelted  by  heretics. 
*'  I  await  the  decision  of  your  apostolic  see  as  to  whether  1 
deserve  condemnation."  He  begs  Leo  to  aend  for  him  to  Rome, 
and  to  examine  his  writings :  let  him  not  overlook  the  wrongs 
done  to  his  grey  hairs,  aft-er  all  the  work  he  has  done  1  Then 
comes  a  passage  which  reads  very  obsequiously.  "Above  all 
things,  I  request  to  be  informed  by  you  whether  I  ought  to 
acquiesce  in  this  unjust  deposition,  or  not:  if  you  bid  me  abide  by 
tlie  sentence,  I  will  abide  by  it  and  trouble  uo  man  further,  but 
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await  the  impartial  judgment  of  our  God  and  Saviour."  Ho  could 
well  afford  to  use  this  language ;  he  knew  how  Leo  would  regard 
his  case,  and  he  implies  that,  in  any  event,  he  can  rely  on  a  divine 
acquittal  He  proteata  his  own  tlisinterestcdnoss :  all  that  he 
cares  about  is  the  scandal  caused  to  some  ill-informed  persons  wbo, 
looking  at  the  dignity  of  liis  dejiosers,  infeired  that  he  must  be  a 
heretic.  He  adds  that  diu-ing  his  whole  episcopate  he  has  never 
procured  a  liuuse,  a  fiehl,  an  obolus,  or  a  tomb  I  He  wi'ote  about 
the  same  time— the  end  of  the  year  440 — to  Keuatus  the  legate, 
whose  death  was  not  then  known  to  him,  and  in  writing  this  letter 
he  asked  Renatus  to  persuade  Leo  to  **  use  his  apostolic  authority^ 
and  bid  me  fly  to  your  Council" — evidently  as  repreaenting 
the  West,  so  that  he  was  not  appeaUng  to  Leo  alone.  He 
also  sent  to  Florentius,  a  Western  bishop,  a  letter  which  was 
probably  a  circular  to  other  Western  bishops ;  and  ho  requested 
the  patrician  Anatolius  to  obtain  Theodosius's  leave  for  him  to 
plead  in  the  West  before  its  hierarchy.  Leo's  answer  to  Theodoret 
is  not  extant,  but  we  know  that  lie  did  acknowledge  the  bishop  of 
Cyrrhos  to  be  orthodox,  and  pronoimced  him  to  be  worthy  of 
restoration  to  his  see. 

In  the  hope  that,  if  he  himself  had  failed  to  impress  the 
Eastern  sovereign,  an  appeal  from  the  Western  Emperor  might 
succeed,  Leo  took  the  opportunity  of  Valentinian  Ill/e  arrival 
at  Rome  on  the  2l8t  of  Februar}',  450,  to  make  a  further  move. 
He  had  already,  some  five  years  before,  proved  liis  own  ascendancy 
over  the  **  feeble  and  dissolute  *'  prince  who  nominally  reigned 
over  the  West,  by  obtaining  from  him  (and  perhaps  suggesting 
in  the  actual  form  of  its  wording)  the  edict  already  described  in 
connexion  with  his  own  arbitrary  conduct  towartls  Hilary  of  Aries, 
He  now  met  the  Emperor  with  his  mother,  Galla  Placidia,  and  his 
wife,  Licinia  Eudoxia,  the  daughter  of  Theodosius  IL,  when  they 
came  to  worship  at  St.  Peter's  on  the  22nd  of  February^  the 
festival  of  the  "  Chair  of  Peter."  In  that  imi>erial  group,  the  chief 
personage  was  a  poor  creature  who  at  thirty  had  not  emerged 
firom  vicious  indolence.  His  mother  was  an  interesting  and  pathetic 
figure :  the  "widow  of  a  gallant  Gothic  prince  and  of  a  vulgar  but 
vigorous  co-emperor,  she  had  failed  as  ruler  of  the  West,  and  yet 
more  conspicuously  as  a  mother ;  her  success  had  been  the  adorn- 
ment of  Ravenna.  Eudoxia  had  been  married  twelve  years ;  she 
loved  her  unworUiy  husband,  and  her  disgust  at  an  enforced 
marriage  with  his  successor  was  to  bring  on  Rome  in  after  yean 
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the  shame  of  a  Vandal  capture.  The  imperial  personages,  after 
visiting  the  tomb  of  the  apostle,  were  accosted  by  Leo  and  a  large 
number  of  bishops  from  various  Italian  provinces,  who  joined  with 
him  in  requesting  them  to  interpose  their  influence  with  a  view  to 
the  removal  of  the  scandal  caused  by  the  proceedings  at  Ephesus. 
They  consented ;  and  %ve  can  easily  trace  Leo's  hand  in  the 
group  of  letters  despatclied  to  Constantinople.  Valentinian  writes 
to  his  *' father"  Theodosius,  that  he  is  bound  to  secure  for  the 
bishop  of  Rome,  "  on  whom  antiquity  has  conferred  the  primacy 
among  bishops,"  an  oppoitunity  of  "judging  about  the  faith  and 
the  bishops,"  in  accordance  \vith  Flavian's  express  appeal.  Let 
him  therefore  be  jmnnitted,  at  a  General  Council  held  in  Italy,  to 
examine  the  whole  case  from  the  beginning,  and  to  pronoujice  such 
a  sentence  as  religion  might  requii*e.  This  is  a  tolerably  clear 
indication  of  Leo'a  own  aims  and  intentions — a  summary,  in  fact, 
of  his  programme.  Placidia  tells  her  nephew  that  Leohadadjm*ed 
her  by  St.  Peter,  "  while  tears  mingled  with  liis  words/*  to  intercede 
with  Iiim ;  she  also  speaks  as  if  Flavian  could  still  be  restored  to 
his  rights,  refers  to  the  precedent  of  Eoman  legates'  attendance  at 
the  Nicene  synod,  uses  the  familiar  Roman  language  about  St. 
Peter  having  established  the  head  bishopric  at  Rome,  and  asks 
that  the  controversy  may  be  settled  in  accordance  \iith  Leo's 
"  definitive  formula,"  Valentinian's  Empress  wrote  a  shorter  letter, 
which  need  not  detain  us,  to  her  father.  Placidia  -wrote  also 
specially  to  her  niece  Puleheria  in  terms  very  like  those  of  her 
letter  to  Theodosius,  asking  her  to  co-operate  with  a  view  to  the 
cancelling  of  the  proceedings  of  that  "  tumultuary  and  most 
•wretched  Council."  It  is  observable  that  while  Valentinian  and 
his  wife  ask  for  a  new  Council,  Placidia  just  indicates  this  point  in 
one  of  her  letters,  and  in  the  other  speaks  merely  of  referring  the 
case  to  the  apostolic  see. 

A  few  weeks  later,  Leo  wrote  again  to  the  clergy  and  laity  of 
Constantinople,  referring  with  pleasure  to  the  proofs  which  they 
had  given  of  affection  for  their  "  excellent  father."  He  enters  into 
tlie  theology  of  Eutychianism,  associating  it  with  Manicheism — 
an  association  which  occm'S  in  another  letter  of  his,  and  which  was 
long  powerful  at  Constantinople  against  the  denial  of  Two  Natures. 
He  says  that  those  who  deny  the  nature  of  our  flesh  to  exist  in 
Christ  conti-adict  the  Gospel  and  resist  the  Creed,  and  implicitly 
set  aside  the  truths  of  tlie  Passion  and  the  Resurrection.  As  Cyril 
had  argued  from  the  efQcacy  of  the  Eucharist  to  the  divinity  of 
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Him  whose  "  life  "  was  therein  imparted,  so  Leo  argues  from  what 
was  received  in  the  Eucharist  to  His  tnie  httmanity ;  remarking 
that  even  little  children  (as  comtniinicants)  know  that  what  is 
given  to  them  is  the  "  Body  and  Blood  "  of  Christ.  The  denial  in 
question  will  in  effect  attribute  the  Lord's  sufferings  to  His  God- 
head, unless  it  makes  His  body  a  phantom.  Either  conclusion  is 
monstrous.  Ijeo  connects  the  truth  of  Christ's  raauhootl  with  the 
work  of  the  Second  Adam,  and  with  the  incorporation  of  mankind 
under  the  Redeemer  as  a  new  Heatl,  He  takes  care  to  condemn 
Nestorianism  for  asserting  "  that  the  Virgin  bore  a  man  without 
Godhead,  who,  having  been  created  by  the  Spirit,  was  afterwards 
assumed  by  the  Word,"  The  letter  in  several  respects  appears  to 
reproduce  the  celebrated  Tome,  especially  iu  the  interpretation  of 
*'  My  Father  is  greater  than  I  "  as  refeiring  to  the  manhood.  He 
wrote  yet  again  to  Pulcheria  on  the  17th  of  March,  acknowledging 
receipt  of  a  letter  which  showed  how  much  she  loved  the  Catholic 
faith,  how  much  she  abhorred  a  heresy  which  in  fact  was  striving 
to  break  up  the  very  foundations  of  the  Chnstian  religion  ;  and  ho 
repeated  with  "  still  greater  contidence  "  his  refiuest  for  her  zealous 
co-operation.  At  the  same  time  he  sent  another  letter  to  the 
abbots  Martin  and  Faustus,  referring  to  liis  former  letter,  which 
was  sent  not  only  with  the  authority  of  the  apostolic  see,  but 
with  the  unanimous  assent  of  a  holy  synod  which  had  gathered 
around  him  in  full  numbers. 

The  last  hope  as  to  Theodosius  was  ere  long  frustrated.  He 
sent  a  reply,  some  time  in  April,  to  his  Western  relations,  briefly 
and  confidently  assuring  them  that  they  were  quite  mistaken  as 
to  the  facts,  and  implying  that  "  the  most  reverend  patriarch  '* 
Leo  had  been  misinformed.  The  recent  Council  had  done  nothing 
contrary  to  the  rule  of  faith  or  to  justice ;  it  had  only  deposed 
'*  the  author  of  the  contention/'  who  was  "  found  guilty  of  a  per- 
nicious innovation."  Thus,  as  Giblx)n  expiBsses  it,  *'  the  pageant 
of  Oriental  royalty  was  moved  by  Chrysaphius  as  dexterously  as 
that  of  Western  by  Leo ;  and  Theodosius  could  pronounce  without 
hesitation  that  the  Church  was  already  peaceful  and  triumphant, 
and  that  the  recent  flame  had  been  extinguished  by  the  jost 
punishment  of  the  Nestorians.'*  This  absolute  failure  of  Leo  to 
impress  a  sovereign  who  was  even  superstitiously  respectftil  to 
Eastern  ascetics  is  proof  enough  that  t!ie  bishop  of  Borne,  even 
when  exceptionally  vigorous,  was  not  then  regarded  as  the  spiritual 
ruler  of  Christendom. 
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Leo  must  at  last — by  what  means,  or  why  not  earlier,  we  know 
not — have  received  decisive  information  of  Flavian's  death,  when, 
on  the  16th  of  July,  he  addressed  one  more  letter  to  Tlieodosius, 
i-eferriug  to  a  letter  in  which  the  Emperor  had  eolbrced  the  authority 
of  the  Nicene  faith,  and  proceeding  to  explain  why  lie  had  not  as 
yet  written  to  Anatoliua.  It  was  not,  he  protests,  from  unfrieudli- 
nesa  ;  it  was  simply  because  he  had  not  as  yet  received  auy  guarantee 
of  his  orthodoxy.  He  requires  nothing  which  any  Catholic  would 
refuse :  let  Anatoliua  read  Cyril's  (second)  letter  to  Neatorius, 
and  the  acts  of  the  (former)  Council  of  Epheaus,  and  "  not  disdain, 
also,  to  read  Leo's  own  letter,"  which  he  woidd  find  U^  harmonize 
entirely  with  the  "pious  teaching  of  the  fathers" — words,  let  us 
say  in  passing,  which  would  have  been  scarcely  pcjsailde  for  Leo, 
if  ho  had  meant  to  impose  the  Tome  as  binding  on  the  whole 
Church  simply  because  it  was  his  own  ex  cathedra  pronouncement. 
He  proceeds :  Anatolius  will  thus  learn  what  sort  of  assurance  is 
expected  Irom  him;  let  him  draw  it  up,  sign  it,  have  it  read 
publicly,  tTansuiit  it  to  the  apostolic  see  and  to  all  bisliopa ;  thus 
will  peace  be  secured.  But  he  must,  Leo  adds,  "  renounce  com- 
munion with  all  who  hold  otherwise  as  to  the  Incarnation  than  I 
with  all  Catholics  hold.  Two  bishops  and  two  priests,  now  sent 
jis  beai-ers  of  this  letter,  will  give  fuller  explanations.  But  if  any 
persons  dissent  from  the  true  faith,  let  the  Emperor  grant  a 
General  Council  to  be  held  in  Italy,  as  the  lloman  synod  has 
already  requested."  This  "i/"  is  remarkable;  Leo  finds  it 
expedient  to  modify  his  demands.  He  no  longer  insists  that  the 
piTJceedings  at  Epheaus  shall  be  cancelled ;  he  no  longer  asks 
absolutely  for  a  new  Council :  he  makes  his  request  hypothetical 
anil  contingent — if  auy  persona  shall  differ  from  a  satisfactory 
statement  when  put  forth  by  "  the  bishop  of  Constantinople  ; "  for 
so,  in  the  second  section  of  his  letter,  he  describes  Anatolius.  He 
vTote  again  to  Pulcheria,  saying  that  he  had  deferred  wilting 
fraternally  to  Anatolius,  merely  because  he  was  awaiting  some 
manifestation  of  his  orthodox  faith :  "  disagreeable  events  had  pro- 
ceded  his  ordination,  and  be  ought  to  have  written  what  might 
prove  him  to  be  clear  of  the  erroi-s  that  had  recently  sprung  up." 
Let  him  either  assent  to  Cyril's  (second)  epistle  to  Nestorius,  or  to 
Leo's  own  letter  to  Flavian  **  of  holy  memory :  "  the  alternative 
clearly  supposes  that  for  Anatolius,  with  his  antecedents,  Cyril's 
language  might  naturally  have  more  weight  than  his  own.  Again 
lie  makes  the  assembling  of  a  new  Council  depend  on  the  result  of 
such  a  profession  of  faith  by  Anatolius. 
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Theodosius  never  received  Leo's  letter.  He  had  sustained 
fatal  injuries  in  the  spine  by  a  fall  from  his  horse  near  the  river 
Lycns,  just  outside  the  line  of  the  walls  that  bore  his  name :  he 
was  carried  home  in  a  litter,  and  died  on  the  ensuing  night,  in 
the  forty-third  year  of  his  reign,  on  the  28th  of  July,  450.  The 
stumbling  of  a  horse  produced  important  results  in  the  cases  of 
our  "  first "  and  "  third  "  Williams,  and  in  the  present  case,  as 
Gibbon  remarks,  changed  the  fortunes  of  a  great  doctrinal  con- 
troversy. Pulcheria,  whose  power  had  suffered  an  eclipse,  became 
sole  Empress,  and  then  es^joused  an  elderly  senator  named  MarcLui, 
who  had  once  been  a  servant  of  Aspar,  the  powerful  general  of  the 
Eastern  forces,  and  who  was  eminent^  says  Evagrius,  for  justice, 
humanity,  compassionntonesa,  and  fidelity  to  obligations — we  may 
add,  for  manliness  such  as  had  not  of  late  been  exhibited  on  the 
Coustantinopolitan  Uirone.  Puloheria  had  already,  as  her  first  act 
of  sovereignty,  sent  Chrysaphius  to  execution,  and  thereby  deprived 
Eutyches  of  a  godson  who  had  bound  the  imperial  despotism  to  his 
cause. 

Marcian  had  hardly  been  on  the  throne  a  month  before  he 
%vrote  to  Leo  in  terms  very  different  from  those  to  which  the  Pope 
had  of  late  been  accustomed.  It  was  right,  he  felt,  to  address  the 
"  leading  episcopal  guardian  of  the  true  faith  "  before  writing  to 
any  others ;  and  he  at  once  held  out  the  prospect  of  a  new  Cooncil. 
at  which,  by  the  weight  of  Leo*s  "  authority  " — that  is,  evidently,  of 
his  presiding  influence — peace  may  be  established  on  the  basis  of 
Catholic  belief.  There  was  indeed  a  "  changed  world."  Pulcheria*s 
sentiments  were  well  known ;  her  husband  was  earnestly  desirous 
of  restoring,  if  possible,  the  internal  unity  of  the  Church ;  and  it 
was  afterwanl  said  by  one  who  cherished  intense  resentment 
against  Diosconis,  that  the  latter,  as  if  conscious  that  his  career  of 
iwcencioncy  had  received  a  fatal  check,  hired  certain  persons  to 
atop  the  proclamation  in  Alexandria  of  the  new  monarch's 
accession  to  tlie  throne.  Marcian  wrote  again  to  Leo  on  the  22Qd 
of  November,  telling  him  that  he  had  cordially  received  the  Boman 
delegates,  who  had  reached  Constantinople  after  his  predecessor's 
death.  Then  as  to  the  CouncO :  what  Marcian  would  like  best 
would  be  that  Leo  should  come  into  the  Eastern  empire,  and  there 
preside  over  the  assembly.  "  But  if,"  ho  proceeds  in  effect,  "  this 
would  be  troublesome  for  you,  write  to  me  yourself,  that  I  may 
summon  the  bishops  of  all  the  East,  of  Thrace,  and  of  lUyricom, 
to  some  specified  place  selected  by  myself  for  the  purpose." 
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Pulcheaia  wi-ote  to  Loo  shortly  afterwards,  and  informed  him  that 
Anatolius  had  Bignod  tho  Tome,  and  thus  had  given  sufficient 
evidence  of  his  soundness  ;  that  a  Council  was  determined  upon  ; 
that  the  body  of  Flavian  had  heen  brought  home  and  buiied  with 
his  predecessors  in  the  Church  of  the  Apostles ;  and  that  her 
husband  had  recalled  the  bishops  who  with  Flavian  had  been  seut 
into  exile.  In  fact,  Anatolius,  who  was  evidently  not  a  man  of 
any  elevation  of  character,  had  seen  reason  under  the  new  reign 
to  detach  himself  from  the  Eutychianizers ;  and  it  appears  from 
documents  of  the  Fourth  Council,  and  from  another  letter  of  Leo's, 
that  a  laj^e  number  of  bishops  were  at  this  time  assembled  at 
Constantinople,  that  the  Tome  was  signed  by  them,  and  that  it 
was  sent  for  signature  to  absent  metropolitans  and  also  to  the  new 
patriarch  of  Antioch,  who  signed  it  on  seeing  the  signature  of 
Anatolius  and  recommended  it  by  "  tractoriEe,"  or  circulars,  to  the 
bishops  of  the  Orient.  Florentius  of  Sardis,  at  Chalcedon,  S[)eaks  of 
himself  as  having  signed  the  Tome ;  Cecropius  of  Sebastopolis  said 
that  the  bishops  in  general  had  done  so.  A  list  of  signatures 
was  made  out,  and  sent  to  Leo  by  the  hands  of  a  priest  and  two 
deacons,  who  also  conveyed  to  him  a  letter  from  AnatoliuSj  in 
which  he  spoke  of  certain  bishops  who  repented  of  the  weakness 
with  which  they  had  submitted  to  Dioscorus  at  Ephesus,  and 
desired  to  be  recognised  by  Leo  aa  within  his  communion.  Of 
these  bishops,  Leo's  deputies  declared  that  they  must  be  for  the 
present  content  to  communicate  with  their  own  Churches:  they 
also  instated  that  the  names  of  Dioscorus,  Juvenal,  and  Eustathius 
of  Berytus,  should  not  be  recited  at  the  altar,  i.e,  that  they  should 
be  treated  as  excommunicate. 

Theodoret's  delight  and  gratitude  at  once  expressed  themselves 
in  various  letters.  "  Our  benignant  Lord,"  he  writes  to  bishop 
Eomulus,  "  has  cut  away  entirely  all  reasons  for  alarm.  If  I  had 
aa  many  mouths  as  I  have  hairs,  I  could  not  praise  Him  enough." 
He  adds  in  the  words  of  a  psalmist,  "  The  Lord  has  awakened  as 
one  out  of  sleep."  For  himself,  he  was  not  eager  to  return  to  his 
city :  it  appears  that  he  had  been  banished  by  Theodosius  to  his 
monastery  near  Apnmea ;  and  he  would  not  take  advantage  of  an 
imperial  permission  to  return  home  until  liis  case  had  been  heard 
by  the  impending  CouncO.  All  that  he  cared  about,  he  said,  was 
to  see  the  truth  of  the  Gospel  established.  But  this  could  only  be 
<lone  by  a  new  oecumenical  Council,  aud  meantime  the  truth  was 
making  its  voice  heard ;  the  falsehood  taught  by  the  new  heresy 
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was  proscribed ;  and  as  lie  quaintly  expresses  it,  with  a  humour 
which  is  characteristic  of  his  letters,  one  person  "on  hearing  of 
anatliemaa  pronounced  (f^ninat  Eutyehes)  in  the  great  cities,  loft 
off  imitating  the  gait  of  a  crab,  and  took  a  straight  line  as  to 
doctrine  in  a  certain  festival  discourse.  But/'  he  adds  gravely, 
"we  ought  not  to  accommwlate  our  language  to  the  times,  but 
always  to  keep  the  rule  of  truth  free  from  deviation." 

It  is  at  first  sight  rather  strange — it  looks  like  vacillation  or 
caprice — that  Leo  should  not  write  again  to  Constantinople,  after 
receiving  the  letters  of  the  Emperor  and  Empress,  until  the  13th 
of  April,  451 ;  that  he  shoidd  send  back  the  three  clerics  of 
Anatoliua  with  a  very  short  letter  of  thanks  to  Marcian,  which 
<iid  not  touch  the  question  of  a  Council,  and  with  a  longer  one  to 
I*ulcheria  in  which  also  he  said  not  a  word  about  it,  while  ho  was 
diffuse  in  praising  the  Empress  as  having  always  proved  herself 
"  tlie  handmaid  and  disciple  of  the  truth  "  whether  it  were  assaOed 
by  Nestorius  or  by  Eutyches,  and  as  having  now  gained  a  second 
victory.  He  thanked  her  for  her  kind  reception  of  his  legates,  who 
would  inform  her  as  to  "  what  ought  to  bo  done  or  arranged,"  and 
for  the  honours  paid  to  Flavian's  memory ;  while  as  to  the  prelates 
who  repented  of  their  subserviency  to  Dioscorus,  he  would  grant 
them  his  communion  on  their  written  repudiation  of  "  what  had 
been  done  amiss.'*  She  would  be  glad  to  hear  that  Eusebins  of 
DoryliEum  was  with  him.  At  the  same  time  he  wrote  his  first 
letter  to  Anatolius,  accepting  and  rejoicing  in  the  lissurauce  of  his 
orthodoxy,  which  should  involve  that  of  the  Constantinopolitan 
Chturh.  If  the  penitent  bishops  will  make  full  amends,  and 
anathematize  the  error  which  they  had  formerly  sanctioned,  he 
will  admit  them  to  his  communion,  in  a  manner  to  l>e  agreed  upon 
between  Anatolius  and  the  legates.  Such  a  grace  is  not  to  be 
given  indiscriminately,  nor  withheld  in  a  spirit  of  harshnass  &x)m 
such  as  shall  have  made  satisfaction.  He  adds  that  he  wisheo 
flulian  of  Cos,  and  the  clergy  who  have  been  faithful  adherents 
of  Flavian,  to  adhere  to  Anatolius  as  Flavian's  lawful  successor. 
To  Julian  he  wrote  in  this  sense :  "  I  sympathize  with  you  in  your 
past  tribulations.  It  was  very  hard  to  have  to  live  among  the 
enemies  of  the  faith  :  yon  wrote  to  me  that  you  had  thought  of 
coming  home  to  Italy,  but  now  I  am  glad  that  you  were  able  to 
stay  safely  among  those  who  have  now  given  their  assent  to  my 
iioctrine.  You  must  be  vigilant  against  future  crafts  of  heresy,  as 
you  have  been  in  the  past.    Although  some  ^evi^  over  their  Brrorav 
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others  5>ersevere  in  their  obstinacy;  and  these  last  must  be  put 
tJown,  if  they  cannot  be  brought  over."  After  tlespatcliiug  these 
letters,  Leo  received  another  from  Marcian,  conveyed  by  Tatian, 
prefect  of  Constantinople,  which  is  now  lost ;  but  v?o  have  Leo's 
reply,  dated  on  the  23i'd  of  April.  In  it  he  now  at  last  approaches 
the  subject  of  a  Council:  he  felt  that  the  thing  was  inevitable: 
liis  main  point  is  that  there  must  be  no  attempt  to  reopen  the 
question  of  doctrine,  or  discuss  whether  Eutyches's  opinions 
were  impious,  or  whether  the  sentences  pi-onounced  by  Dioscorus 
were  unjust — these  matters,  he  contends,  are  not  open  to  ques- 
tion. This  shows  how  bent  he  was  on  tying  the  Councirs  hands 
at  the  outset:  he  was  just  as  little  disposed  to  allow  of  dis- 
cussion, just  as  much  determined  to  treat  the  matter  of  doctrine 
as  absolutely  settled,  as  Dioscorus  had  been  before  the  "Latit>- 
tiinium."  He  promises  Marcian  a  fuller  explanation  of  his  views 
alx)ut  the  Council  by  the  legates  whom  he  intends  forthwith  to 
send.  He  had  meant,  he  says,  to  send  tliem  together  with  the 
Conatantinopolitan  legates  who  took  back  his  letters  of  April 
13th ;  but  ho  had  then  taken  for  granted  tliat  his  former  legates 
would  by  that  time  have  returned.  As  it  turned  out.  they  did  not 
come  in  time ;  and  this  was  the  reason  for  his  delaying  to  send 
the  second  set  of  legates  with  those  of  Constantinople.  Even  now, 
ten  days  later,  tliey  are  not  ready  to  go  tt>  Marcian. 

This  alteration  in  Leo's  tone  about  the  Council,  this  hesitation 
in  sending  his  legates,  is  highly  significant.  Before  Theodosius  died* 
he  was  eager,  impatient,  urgent  for  a  new  Council :  it  was  the  one 
hope  for  distracted  Christendom ;  it  must  be  held,  and  held  in  Italy. 
He  had  implored  the  Western  court  t«  move  the  Eastern  in  this 
direction :  he  wrote  himself  to  that  court:  he  did  not  refrain  from 
UHing  the  language  of  humble  entreaty.  But  now,  w]\cn  an  orthn- 
dox  Empress  is  seconded  by  an  orthodox  Emperor,  when  both  of 
them  tell  Leo  that  a  Council  is  at  last  to  meet,  Leo  is  ominously 
silent  on  the  subject  in  his  first  letters  to  them,  and  iu  this  last 
letter  he  is  chiefly  anxious  to  circumscribe  the  scope  of  the  Council's 
deliberations.  Why  this  change?  we  ask.  Partly  because  he  had 
come  to  think  that  his  objects  were  in  the  way  to  being  secured 
without  any  Council, — that  the  special  need  for  the  Council  no 
longer  existed ;  partly  because,  for  reasons  to  be  presently  men- 
tioned, it  would  even  be  difficult  to  liold  one ;  but  we  shall  do  liim 
no  injustice  if  we  think  that  with  him  it  had  been  an  essential  part 
of  the  scheme  that  the  Council  should  be  held  in  Italy,  where  his 
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o\vn  personal  predominance  could  be  exerted  and  felt.  Even  before 
Theodosius's  death,  he  had  come  to  think  that  this  condition  might 
prove  impmeticable,  and  that  it  would  suffice  if  Anatolius  could 
carry  the  Easterns  with  him  on  lines  of  orthodoxy.  But  when 
Marcion  has  unequivocally  and  resolutely  signified  his  own  Ib- 
tention  of  deciding  where  the  Council  should  meet,  Leo's  interest 
in  the  plan  not  only  cools  but  dies  out.  In  existing  circumstances 
he  had  rather  not  have  a  Council  at  all.  He  turns  round,  so  to  speak, 
on  Marciau,  just  when  Marcian  is  going  to  give  him  what  Theo- 
dosius  had  been  importuned  for  in  vain.  It  is  a  singular  situation. 
He  feels  its  awkwardness,  and,  instead  of  fully  explaining  himself, 
prefers  to  send  oral  explanations  through  the  promised  deputation 
with  all  convenient  speed. 

At  last^  about  six  weeks  later^  he  finds  liimself  in  a  position 
to  send  Lis  new  legates,  Lucentius  bishop  of  Asciilum,  and  Basil 
a  presbyter ;  and  he  writes  to  Marcian  on  the  9th  of  June.  He 
acknowledges  the  receipt  of  the  letter  which  his  former  legates, 
now  arrived,  had  brought  home  to  him  from  Marcian.  The  laiger 
part  of  his  reply  is  devoted  to  the  subject  of  the  penitent  bishops  :  his 
legates,  he  says,  are  to  consult  with  Anatolius.  At  last  he  comes  to 
the  delicate  point :  "  It  was  even  I  myself,  as  your  Grace  "  (literally, 
•'  Clemency")  "remembers,  who  requested  that  a  synod  should  be 
]ield.  But  the  difficulties  of  the  present  time  do  not  at  all  permit 
the  assembling  of  the  bishops  of  all  the  provinces,"  because  of  the 
wars  wliich  disturb  the  provinces  chiefly  in  question.  So  "let 
your  Grace  order  the  matter  to  be  reser\'ed  for  a  more  convenient 
time."  By  this  date  he  had  indeed  serious  reason  for  referring  to 
the  disturbed  state  of  various  Western  "provinces;"  for  he  must 
have  heard  of  the  invasion  of  Gaul  by  Attila,  when  "city  after 
city  of  Franco  north-east  of  the  Seine  fell  before  him ;"  of  the  horrible 
massacres  at  Metz  nn  Easter  Even  (AprQ  1),  when,  as  Gregory  of 
ToTirs  expresses  it,  the  Huns  "  killed  the  priests  themselves  before 
the  sacred  altars,"  and  left  nothing  in  the  city  unbumt  except  an 
"oratory  of  St.  Stephen,"  their  fury,  however,  as  Hodgkin  says, 
being  directed  rather  against  civilization  than  against  religion.  At 
the  same  time  Le-j's  zeal  about  a  new  Council  had  obviously  sub- 
sided before  he  received  the  news  of  this  invasion ;  and  one  cannot 
but  suspect  that  he  was  taking  some  advantage  of  it,  in  order  to 
adjourn  the  question  of  an  assembly  which  (as  popes  have  so  often 
felt)  might  be  somewhat  difficult  to  manage, — might  insist  on  dis- 
cusaing  points  which  he  desired  to  keep  high  above  discussion. 
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An  accompanying  letter  to  Pulclieria  is  chiefly  interesting  for 
the  infurmation  it  gives  us  about  Eutyches.  It  seems  that  Marciau 
had  removed  him  fi-om  his  monastery  to  some  other  place  in  the 
immediate  uetglibourhood  of  Constantinople ;  Leo  hegs  that  he 
may  be  sent  to  a  greater  distance,  where  he  will  "  no  longer  be 
solaced  by  the  &*equent  visits  of  those  whom  he  has  led  astray," 
and  that  a  *'  Catholic  abbot "  may  bo  set  over  his  monastery.  The 
same  day  he  writes  again  to  Anatoliua,  whom,  with  the  legates,  La 
has  "  charged  with  the  can'^ong  out  of  his  aiTangemeuta  " — ^he  could 
afford  to  take  this  high  tone  with  a  prelate  to  wFiom  \m  good  opinion 
was  worth  so  much.  The  rank  and  file  of  those  who  gave  way  at 
Ephesus  may  he  absolved  on  uloitr  evidence  of  rei>entance.  But  as  for 
the  leaders,  those  who  held  "  a  higher  place  in  that  unhappy  Council," 
if  any  of  them  show  a  repentance  that  seems  genuine,  let  their  case 
be  reserved  "  for  the  riper  judgment  of  the  apostolic  see."  Mean- 
time, none  of  those  persona  whose  position  is  thus  under  consideration 
ought  to  be  named  at  the  altar.  Ten  days  later,  he  sends  Anatolius 
a  short  note  as  to  two  presbyters,  Basil  and  John,  who,  in  their 
anxiety  to  keep  clear  of  opixjsite  heresies,  Nestorian  and  Eutychian, 
had  taken  a  journey  from  Constantinople  to  Rome»  and  made  a 
satisfactory  profession  of  Ihuii*  belief  to  Leo,  who  therefore  com- 
mended them,  on  their  return,  to  the  "  favour  "  of  their  own  bishop. 
Leo  did  not  know,  when  he  wrote  to  Marciau  on  the  9tli  of 
June,  that  it  was  then  too  late  to  suggest  a  postponement  of  the 
Council.  Marcian's  letters  of  convocation  had  ^>een  sent  forth  on 
the  17th  of  May,  summoning  the  metropolitans  of  his  empire  to 
assemble,  with  such  of  their  suffragans  as  they  might  think  fit,  at 
Niwea  on  the  lat  of  September.  The  Emperor  had  probably  not 
heard  of  any  change  of  view  on  the  part  of  Leo ;  but,  had  he  fcnowTi 
of  it,  he  waa  not  likely  to  have  drop^wd  a  serious  resolution  of 
this  kind  on  that  account.  He  did  knowingly  traverse  Leo's 
wishea  as  to  the  scene  of  the  Council.  It  should  nut  he  in  Italy ; 
it  should  be  on  the  venerable  spot  hallowed  by  the  gathering  of 
the  318 — this  apparently  was  Pulcheria's  suggestion.  Leo  was 
mortified,  and  showed  it  in  his  next  letters  to  the  Eastern  court 
(June  24,  26).  "  I  had  believed  that  your  Grace  would  have  been 
able  to  grant  my  wish,  and  put  off  the  Council  until  the  bishops  of 
all  provinces  could  be  represented  and  a  really  universal  Council 
coiild  be  held."  However,  since  it  is  to  be  now,  Leo  will  make 
the  best  of  it  (as  he  had  made  the  beat  of  Theo<losius's  resolution 
to  assemble  a  General  Council  in  449):  he  therefore  appoints  as 
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bis  legate  Paschasiuus  of  Lilybteum  in  Sicily,  a  bishop  from  a 
province  just  then  specially  undisturbed  by  fears  of  war ;  with  him 
are  associated  a  presbyter  named  Boniface,  the  two  former  legates 
(Lucentius  of  Asculum  and  the  presbyter  Basil),  and  Julian  of 
Coe.  They  are  to  act  "  without  enmity  or  favour  "  for  the  main- 
tenance of  the  faith  as  against  both  NesLorlan  and  Eutychian 
eiror ;  and  Paschasinus  is  to  preside  in  Leo*s  name — the  office  of 
presiding  having  been  already,  naturally  and  reasonably,  designed 
by  Marcian  for  Leo.  Two  days  later  he  wrote  another  letter  to 
the  like  pnrpoit :  "  I  had  begged  your  Grace  to  order  the  Ckiuncil 
which  I  had  asked  for,  and  M'hich  you  deem  necessary,  to  bo  put 
off  a  little  until  a  more  opportune  time,  that  those  bishops  who 
are  detained  by  the  fear  of  enemies  might  ai*semble  with  minds 
more  free  from  all  perttirbution.  But  since  you,  in  a  religious 
spirit,  determine  to  make  divine  things  take  precedence  of  human. 
I,  for  my  part,  will  not  resist  your  arrangements  ;  and  I  wish  that 
the  result  may  be  to  confirm  all  in  that  faith  which  cannot  but  be 
one."  He  dwells  on  the  importance  of  an  equal  zeal  against  the 
two  opposite  errors ;  he  praises  Marcian  for  having  virtually 
annulled  the  act*?  of  tliat  assembly  "which  could  not  bo  called  a 
Council ; "  he  urges  that  in  the  coming  Council  the  faith  handed 
down  from  the  apostles  must  not  be  culled  in  question,  and  that 
the  Nicene  faith  must  be  upheld  apart  from  the  heretics'  interpre- 
tation of  it.  He  names  the  legates  who  are  to  represent  him  in 
the  synod.  To  Anatolius  he  writes  complaining  that,  even  apart 
from  difficulties  caused  by  war.  the  time  allowed  for  collecting 
the  bishops  was  very  limited.  How  could  he  send  through  such 
diverse  and  distant  provinces  in  order  to  secure  universality^  in 
the  proi>er  sense,  for  the  Council  ?  He  mentions  his  legates,  and 
says  that  they  are  to  act  throughout  with  Julian,  whose  fidelity  he 
has  often  proved.  To  the  latter  he  sends  a  brief  letter,  in  which 
occurs  the  .significant  clause,  *'  I  know  that  you  have  a  fuUer 
knowledge  than  my  legates  of  what  has  taken  place  there." 

The  same  date  is  attached  to  a  letter  addressed  to  the  Council 
iis  summoned  to  Nicffia.  He  begins  by  saying  that  he  had  wished 
that  all  bisbops  had  remained  in  the  same  devotedness  to  the 
faith ;  but  much  had  taken  place  which  was  matter  for  re- 
pentance, and  since  divine  mercy  was  greater  than  the  faults  of 
offenders,  and  punishment  was  suspended  in  order  to  give  time  for 
amendment,  it  was  well  to  adopt  the  Emperor's  "  pious  counsel  ** 
(observe  the  euphemism),  whereby  he  had  willed  the  bishopjs  lo 
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assemble,  and  had  maintained  St.  Peter's  honour  by  inviting  hiiu, 
Leo,  to  attend.  This  he  could  not  do,  having  regard  to  the  diffi- 
culties of  the  time,  and  also  to  precedents.  "  But,"  he  goes  on,  *'  you 
are  to  consider  that  1  am  presiding "  (this  point  he  slips  in,  so 
to  speak,  as  a  mattei*  of  coiu'se)  "  by  Paachasinus  and  Lucentius, 
Boniface  and  Basil,  who  nrti  sent  from  the  apostolic  see."  He 
exhorts  the  Council  to  take  as  its  doctrinal  basis  the  "full  and 
lucid  "  statement  of  the  mystery  of  the  Tncaraation  contained  in 
his  own  letter  to  Flanaa.  But  the  first  business  for  the  Council 
will  be  to  reinstitte  bisiiops  wlio  have  been  wrongly  deposed,  and 
■eject  those  who  have  been  intruded  into  their  places.  If  all  who 
.have  en*ed  should  re|>ent,  they  should  be  upheld  in  their  dignity ; 
^but  the  foremost  duty  would  be  that  of  restoring  in  fidness  of 
privilege,  to  the  rights  of  which  they  had  been  deprived,  those  who 
had  laboured  for  the  faith.  Great  care  must  be  taken  to  maintain 
intact  the  decisions  of  the  former  Council  of  Ephosus.  over  which 
"  Cyril  of  blessed  memory  presided/'  lest  Nestorianism  should  be 
encouraged  by  the  condemnation  of  Eubychianism — a  point  on 
which  he  was  always  most  explicit,  and  which  constitutes  one  of 
his  chief  merits  as  a  theologian.  The  immediate  peril  does  not 
lead  him  to  forget  the  more  remote  :  he  feels  that  the  present 
attack  on  one  side  of  the  truth  is  a  reaction  from  a  previous 
attack  on  the  opposite  side,  and  might  produce  another  reaction. 

Some  weeks  later,  on  the  20th  of  July,  Leo  ^v^ot8  again  to 
Marcian.  He  still  harped  a  little  on  his  two  disappointments — 
that  the  Council  was  not  to  be  postponed  as  he  had  wished ; 
and  that  it  was  to  be  held  at  Niciea,  and  not  in  Italy,  as  he  had 
urgently  i-equested.  But  he  says  that  as  soon  as  he  received  the 
Emperor's  letter  summoning  the  Council,  he  had  sent  word  t»i 
Paschasiuus  to  sail  from  Sicily,  and  had  despatched  his  other 
legates  from  Rome :  therefore,  although  (here  he  touches  on 
another  grievance)  the  time  allowed  is  too  short,  he  hopes  all 
<frill  be  able  to  meet,  and  establish  the  faith  handed  down  through 
the  fathers,  as  to  which  no  discussion  should  be  allowed.  A 
parallel  letter  was  addressed  to  Pulcheria,  from  which  it  woidd 
api>ear  that  it  was  by  her  special  wish,  as  has  been  said,  that  the 
Council  was  fixed  at  Niaea — although  he  adds  that  she  would 
recollect  that  he  iuid  wisheil  it  to  be  held  in  Italy.  As  to  the 
treatment  of  the  penitent  bishops — ^those  who  had  been  harshly 
treated  at  Ephesus  by  the  men  who  had  drawn  them  aside  from 
their  fidelity — ^he  has  never  said  that  they  are  not  to  be  forgiven 
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on  repentatice.  In  words  which  remind  us  of  otir  own  Consecration 
Service,  "  So  minister  discipline  that  you  forget  not  mercy,"  Leo 
declares  that  "  we  so  exercise  the  justice  which  comes  of  resent- 
ment that  we  do  not  lose  the  healing  virtues  of  charity."  "Almost 
all  who  were  either  deceived  or  cuercetl  into  yielding  to  the  pre- 
sidents of  the  Ephesian  assembly  have  retracted  their  consent, 
and  condemned  what  they  then  \kTOte,  and  have  thus  obtained  a 
perpetual  abuliLion  of  their  fault,  and  the  grace  of  apostolic  peace/' 
i,e.  of  communion  with  Rome.  He  adds  that  even  as  to  the 
authors  of  this  "  cruel  tempest,"  he  has  provided  for  some  abate- 
ment of  the  "  usual  "  discipline,  in  the  hope  of  leading  them  to 
some  compunction.  Even  they  still  "  hold  their  sees  '* — he  means 
that  no  sentence  of  deposition  has  been  pronounced  against  them, 
although  he  had  said  that  theii-  names  ought  not  to  be  recitod  at 
the  Eucharist;  and  it  is  still  open  to  them,  by  a  '*real  and  neces- 
sary amendment,"  to  be  again  at  peace  with  the  whole  Church. 
This  is  the  letter  in  which  he  uses  t!ie  term  '*  latn>cinium."  Its 
language  as  to  the  possibility  of  admitting  even  the  worst  offenders 
at  Ephesus  to  reconciliation  throws  some  light  on  the  question 
whether  Dioscorus's  most  daring  act,  liis  formal  excommunication 
of  Leo,  dniwn  up  in  the  presence  of  some  ten  Egyptian  bishops^ 
took  place  when  he  was  at  Niciea  on  some  business  before  the 
death  of  Theodosius,  or  when  he  had  come  up  for  the  Council.  It 
seems  difficult  to  believe  that,  if  Dioscorus  had  already  taken  such 
a  stepi  Leo  would  on  this  occasion  have  ignored  it  \  yet  if  it  was» 
as  the  other  alternative  supposes,  a  "  stroke  of  despair  *' — to  adopt 
Tillemont's  expression — one  can  only  suppose  that  Dioscorus,  at 
the  very  crisis  of  his  fortunes,  had  cast  away  every  shred  of 
prudence. 

Marcian  had  considerable  difficulty  in  repressing  the  desperate 
movements  of  the  Eutychians  of  Constantinople.  If  there  were 
abbots  whom  Leo  treated  as  correspondents  and  fellow-labourers* 
the  monastic  body  still  included  not  a  few  who  had  looked  up  to 
Eutyches  as  their  chief,  and  who  now  viewed  him  as  a  persecuted 
confessor.  Eighteen  monks  describing  themselves  as  archiman- 
drites, of  whom  Carosus  is  named  first,  petitioned  the  Emperor  to 
call  a  General  Council — which  indeed,  they  added,  he  had  already 
consented  to  do — and  meanwhile  to  protect  them  from  being 
persecuted  by  the  clergy,  and  ousted  &om  monasteries,  churches. 
or  chapels  of  martyrs.  They  would  not  sign  the  Tome — so  we 
learn  from  the  statement  of  their  opponents — and  Anatolius  found 
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himself  obliged  to  depose  one  of  them,  Gerontiaa,  with  a  priest 
earned  Calopudius,  from  the  priesthood.  The  Catholic  abbots,  also 
eighteen  in  number,  headed  by  Leo's  correspondents  Faustus  and 
Martin,  presented  a  counter-memorial  to  Marcian,  praying  that  the 
Eutychianizing  memorialists  might  be  subjected  to  the  "spiritual 
statutes  of  monks,"  and  that  they  tliemselves  might  be  allowed  to 
take  measures  against  them.  The  subject  received  further  treat- 
ment at  Chalcedon. 

Tlieodoret  had  urged  the  patrician  Anatolius  to  induce  Marciau 
to  attend  the  Council  in  person,  "  in  order  to  terrify  the  adversaries 
by  his  presence  and  preserve  the  truth  from  opposition."  Such 
an  argument  was  hardly  worthy  of  such  a  man ;  and  Tillemont 
half  ironically  remarks  that  Tlieodoret  must  "have  felt  very  sure 
of  Marcian's  moderation  and  prudence,  since  it  was  difficult  for  a 
prince  thus  to  appear  in  an  assembly  without  giving  people 
occasion  to  say  that  its  decrees  had  been  suggested  rather  by  his 
authority  than  by  freedom  of  votes  and  love  for  the  truth — a  thin^ 
which  brings  odium  and  suspicion  on  the  best  causes."  Marcian 
was,  indeed,  as  little  likely  as  any  sovereign  to  tyramiize  over  the 
Church ;  and  Leo's  delegates  were  urgent  with  him  that  he  should 
come  in  person,  even  pi^olesting  that  they  would  not  attend  unless 
he  did  so.  He  found  it  necessary  to  defer  the  opening  of  the 
Council  in  order  to  ari-ange  for  the  defence  of  Eastern  niyricum 
against  incursions  of  the  Huns.  He  therefore  sent  a  short  note  to 
the  Council  at  Niciea,  asking  them  to  wait  for  his  anival.  The 
delay  gave  occasion  to  some  disputes :  and  Pulcheria  was  advised 
to  issue  an  order  to  Strategus,  the  "  consular  "  governor  of  Bithjmia, 
for  the  expulsion  from  Nica3a  of  all  clerics,  monks,  and  laics,  who 
were  there  without  authority  from  the  government  or  permisaiou 
from  their  own  bishops,  in  order  that  the  Council  might  do  its 
work  with  all  seemly  tranquillity ;  it  being  expressly  added  that 
"  no  principle  warranted  the  invitation  of  monks  or  laics  to  a 
synod."  The  bishops  who  had  assembled  were  vexed  at  the  post- 
jKjnement:  as  on  other  occasions,  they  could  but  little  brook  a 
j)eriod  of  enforced  inaction  in  a  provincial  city  away  from  tlieir 
OAvn  homes.  That  curious  tendency,  under  such  circumstances, 
to  fall  ill,  which  had  appeared  in  the  June  of  431  at  Ephesus, 
reappeared  in  the  September  of  451  at  Nicaja.  They  therefore 
wrote  to  Marcian,  who  kindly  answered  that,  olthougli  he  had 
grave  political  reasons  for  staying  where  he  was,  yet  he  would 
make  everything  give  way  to  the  interest  of  the  orthodox  faith. 
VOL.  11.  2  L 
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He  would  therefore  oome  as  soon  as  he  could ;  and  it  would  be 
most  convenient  for  him  if  they  would  remove  &om  Nicsea  to 
Chalcedon,  which  was  a  larger  city  in  itself  and  also  much  nearer 
to  Constantinople.  And  further,  on  being  informed  by  "  Atticus  " 
(rather  AetiusX  archdeacon  of  Constantinople,  that  some  of  the 
bishops  objected  to  Chalcedon  as  a  place  too  much  exposed  to 
possible  disturbances  on  the  part  of  the  Eutychians  of  the  capital, 
he  wrote  a  third  time,  on  the  22nd  of  September,  exhorting  them 
to  come  forthwith  to  Chalcedon  and  to  lay  aside  all  such  fears 
as  they  had  expressed.  The  scene,  therefore,  transfers  itself  to 
Chalcedon. 


CHAPTER  XLVIir. 

THE  COUNCIL    O?  CHALCEDOX. — PABT  I. 

On  Monday,  the  8th  of  October,  the  Coancil  met  near  the  city  of 
Chalcedon,  in  the  long  and  stately  pillared  nave  of  the  church  of 
St.   Euphemia^   a   virgin    martyr  under  Galerius,   whose   name, 
curiously  enough,  became  popular  in  Scotland,  and  is  familiar  to 
us   through  '*  The  Heart  of  Midlothian."     The  Church  historiau 
Evagrius,    in   describing   the    situation,    shows    a    sense   of    the 
picturesque.    From  the  gentle  eminence  on  which  *'  St.  Euphemia's  " 
stood,  the  eye  ranged  over  a  level  stretch  of  fields  and  woodlands 
to  the  Bosporus  as  it  expanded  into  the  Propontis ;  and  memor}' 
might  recall  the  Persian  general's  remark,  that  the  founders  of 
Chalcedon  must  liave  been  blind  to  neglect  such  a  site  as  that  of 
liyzantium.     The  church  itself  had  heeu  the  scene  of  a  conference 
between  Arcadius  and  Gainas.     Those  who  entered  it — apparently 
from   the  west — passed  through  an  open   court   into   the  nave, 
which  evidently  had  a  chancel  or  sanctuary  beyond  it ;  but  to  the 
north-east  there  was  a  domed  chapel,  containing  the  silver  shrine 
of  the   saint.     The   fact   that  the  Council  had  been   "  gathered 
together  by  the  commandment  and  will "  of  a  sovereign  prince  was 
emphasized  by  the  conspicuous  positiou  assigned  to  sixteen  repre- 
sentatives of  the  Emperor — including  the  pnetorian  prefect  of  the 
East,  the  prefect   of  Constantinople,  the  master  of  the  offices, 
the  counts  of  the  body-guard  and  the  private  treasure — and  of  the 
senate.     For  convenience,  we  may  apply  the  term  "  commissioners  " 
to  both  classes :  in  the  Conciliar  acts  the  special  delegates  of  the 
Emperor  are  called  arehontes,  or,  in  the  Latin  version, /w/tcM.    The 
presence  of  these   high  civil   dignitaries,  seated  in  front  of  the 
sanctuary  cajicclH,  and  doubtless  on  each  side  of  "  the  holy  doors  " 
in  the  centre,  was  an  imposing  and  unmistakable  expression  of  the 
State's  interest  in,  and  determination  to  keep  an  effective  hold  over, 
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the  transaction  of  ecclesiastical  business  in  the  synod.  Their  proper 
function,  indeed,  might  be  called  external :  they  were  to  prescribe 
the  lines  of  procedure,  to  oi>en  and  close  the  sessions,  to  take  the 
votes,  to  sanction  proposals  to  be  brought  forward,  and  generally 
to  preserve  judicial  and  deliberative  order.  Yet,  in  fact,  they 
could  not  but  repeatedly  intervene  in  matters  which  belonged  to 
the  synod's  internal  work.  At  one  critical  moment,  as  we  shall 
see,  they  pressed  the  adoption  of  a  particular  theological  phrase,  as 
against  another  with  which  the  majority  were  at  first  satisfied ;  they 
took  the  first  step  in  the  deposition  of  a  prelate  who  ranked  third 
at  least  in  the  whole  hierarchy ;  and  at  the  end  of  the  ])roceeding3 
they  overruled  the  opposition  or  protest  of  Leo's  own  deputies. 

The  numbers  given  in  the  lists  are  clearly  defective.  There 
were  present,  personally  or  by  deputies  (who  were  either  bishope, 
or  chorepiscopi,  or  presbyters),  about  600 ;  so  that  this  was  a  much 
more  numerous  gathering  than  Nicaea  or  Ephesiis  had  witnessed. 
Yet  it  was  all  but  exclusively  Eastern.  As  at  Ephesus,  the  Croapel- 
book  was  placed  on  a  raised  seat  in  the  midst,  as  a  reminder  of 
the  presence  of  the  Lord.  The  Roman  deputies— we  may  call 
them  "  legates  "  if  we  detach  from  that  term  its  medifcval  associa- 
tions— sat,  t^ogether  with  the  patriarch  of  Antioch,  the  primates 
of  Asia  Minor,  and  other  prelates  of  the  Pontic,  Asian,  Thracian, 
and  Oriental  "  dioceses,"  those  of  Palestine  excepted,  on  the  left 
of  the  commissioners,  which,  contrary  to  our  notions,  was  esteemed 
the  place  of  honour.  The  right-hand  seats  were  occupied  by 
Dioscorus  with  some  of  las  suffragans,  Juvenal  of  Jerusalem  and 
the  Palestinian  bishops,  and  those  of  Eastern  Ill3Ticum.  The 
representatives  of  Eome  were  in  form  only  "  first  voters ; "  but 
they  took  care  to  lead  the  debates,  they  lost  no  opportunity  of 
asserting  their  master's  dignity  —  frequently  in  terms  which 
Eastern  bisliops  would  not  have  used — and  on  the  whole  succeeded 
in  discharging  the  function  of  ecclesiastical  presidents. 

Paschasinus  of  Lilybreum,  Leo's  chief  legate,  began  the  real 
proceedings  of  the  Council  by  announcing  that  "  the  Pope  of  Rome, 
the  head  of  all  churches,  had  ordered  that  Dioscorus  should 
not  sit  in  the  Council.  Either,  then,"  he  continued,  addreaaing 
the  commissioners,  "  let  him  go  out,  or  else  we  will  go  out." 
This  overbearing  tone  of  objection  was  foUowed  up  by  an  ex- 
planation which  could  not  have  been  justified  by  facts :  "  He 
held  a  synod  without  the  permission  of  the  apostolic  see,  a 
thing  never  done  before,  and  not  lawful ;  it  would  he  a  wrong 
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both  to  yourselves  and  to  us,  that  he  should  sit  who  ought  to 
lie  triiid."  The  commissioners,  addressing  another  legate,  who 
had  spoken  in  the  same  sense,  pointedly  observed,  "  If  you  come 
here  as  a  judge,  you  must  not  plead  as  an  advocate ; "  but  they 
compromised  the  matter  by  directing  Dioscorus  to  sit  apart  in 
the  midst  of  the  church.  This  was  reasonable  enough,  for  his 
conduct  in  the  Latrocinium  was  to  come  under  reWew ;  and  tho 
legates  "  sat  down  and  were  silent."  Then  came  the  reading  of  a 
]>etition  by  EusebiuB  of  Dorylajuni  to  the  Emf)cror,  desiring  that 
Dioscorus  might  be  called  upon  to  answer  for  that  conduct ; 
whereupon  Dioscorus  calmly  asked  that  the  minutes  of  the 
Ephesian  Council,  held  by  imperial  order,  might  be  i*ead.  Accord- 
ingly the  citation  was  read  which  excluded  Theodoret  from  attend- 
ance at  that  Council ;  whereupon  the  commissioners  directed  the 
iidmission  of  Theodoret,  because  Leo  had  "  restored  to  him  his 
see,"  and  tho  Emporor  had  commanded  him  to  appear.  A  woni 
must  here  be  said  about  the  former  statement ;  it  may  be  illus- 
trabod  by  SocraLes's  assertion  that  Maximiu  of  Jerusalem,  then  » 
suffiragan  of  Csesarea, "  restored  Athanasius's  dignity  "  to  him  in  340, 
and  that  Cyril  and  John,  at  their  reunion,  "  restored  to  each  other 
their  sees."  i.e.  recognised  each  other  as  legitimate  bishops. 
Theodoret  had  been  thus  recoguised  by  Leo ;  yet  his  entrance 
raised  one  of  those  wild  storms  of  angry  excitement  which  show 
how  strong  the  "  Greek  "  spirit  was  even  within  the  ecclesiastical 
ajtja.  The  bishops  of  Egypt,  Illyricum,  and  Palestine,  who 
throughout  represented  the  most  vehement  anti-Nestorian  feelings 
shouted  out,  "  The  canons  expel  this  man :  turn  out  the  teacher  of 
Nestoriufl!  "  On  the  other  hand,  the  "Oriental  "  and  the  Pontic 
bishops  exclaimed,  "  Turn  out  the  Manicheans  1 "  a  nickname,  as 
we  have  seen,  applied  to  Eutychianizers,  as  supposed  to  deny  tl»e 
human  reality  of  Christ's  "flesh."  They  added  a  still  morv 
ominous  demand,  "  Turn  out  Dioscorus  the  murderer  1  '*  Tlie 
commissioners  ruled  that  Theodoret.  having  received  again  his 
uwu  place  from  the  "archbishop  of  Iwome"  and  haxdng  beeu 
approved  as  orthodox  by  his  own  Antiocheno  patriarch,  was  in 
lois  rights  as  a  competent  accuser,  without  prejudice  to  any  one's 
right  to  accuse  him  in  turn.  Accordingly,  he  sat  down  in  tho 
midst,  probably  beside  Dioscorus,  amid  conllicting  shouts  of  *'  He 
is  worthy  ! "  and  "  He  is  no  bishop ! "  It  was  necessary  for  the 
commissioners  to  remind  the  excited  partisans  that  "mob-lika 
outcries "  —  they    were    doubtless    alluding    to    scenes   in    the 


i8 


The  Age  of  the  Fathers^ 


[Chap. 


Constantinopolitan  hippodrome — "  were  unseemly  for  bishops,  and 
<lid  no  service  to  either  side."  The  reading  went  on,  with  frequent 
interruptions ;  thus,  when  Dioscorus  affirmed  that  the  bishops 
present  at  the  recent  Ephesian  synod  had  assented  to  all  that  there 
took  place,  the  "  Orientals  "  shouted  out,  "  No !  it  was  done  by 
force,  by  force  and  blows  ;  soldiers  with  sticks  and  swords  rushed 
in  upon  us !  *'  llie  Egyptians  chose  to  assume  that  those  speakers 
were  clerics  in  attendance  on  bishops,  and  exclaimed,  ''This  ia 
a  synod  of  bishops,  not  of  clerics;  turn  out  those  who  do  not 
belong  to  it;"  and  when  several  bishops  bore  testimony  to  the 
duress,  the  trickery,  and  the  intimidation  which  had  been 
umployed  in  the  Latrocinium,  they  sneered  bitterly  at  "  the 
cowardice  thus  acknowledged."  When  it  appeared  that  Flavian 
at  Ephesus  had  been  degraded  to  the  fifth  place,  Paschasinus 
remarked,  "  You  see,  wt  treat  Anatolius  as  second  " — a  bit  of 
diplomacy  which  might  serve  the  purpose  of  the  moment,  but 
was  clean  against  Home's  refusal  to  acknowledge  the  canons  of 
381.  Then  as  to  the  fact  that  the  Tome  had  not  been  read  at 
Ephesus ;  the  responsibility  for  this  omission  was  cast  on 
Dioscorus,  who  replied  that  he  had  twice  ordered  it  to  be  read. 
Juvenal  was  asked  why  this  order  had  not  been  complied  with. 
He  made  a  paltry  excuse:  "An  imperial  letter  waa  at  once 
produced  which  claimed  precedence."  But  why  was  not  Leo's 
letter  read  afterwards  ?  The  only  reply  was,  "  No  one  said  he 
had  it  ready ! "  On  the  question  of  the  correctness  of  the 
Ephesian  minutes,  or  "  acts,"  the  bishop  of  Ephesus  declared  that 
his  secretaries  had  been  assaulted  by  those  of  Dioscorus,  who 
**  blotted  out  what  they  had  taken  down,  and  almost  broke  their 
fingers  in  trying  to  wrench  away  their  pen-holders."  When 
Eutyches's  confession  of  faith  was  read,  including  the  statement 
that  Cyril  had  sent  him  copies  of  the  Ephesian  ruling  against  any 
alteration  of  the  Creed,  Eusebius  impulsively  exclaimed,  "  There 
is  no  such  ruling  or  canon  existing."  Dioscorus  calmly  observed 
that,  although  there  was  no  "  canon "  to  that  effect,  there  was 
a  "  ruling,"  which  would  be  found  in  the  "  codices."  The  bishop 
of  Cyzicus  ventured  to  criticize  the  employment  by  Eutyohes  of 
the  strictly  Niceue  form :  "  He  purposely  ignores  the  additional 
words,  '  of  the  Holy  Spirit  and  Mary  the  Virgin.' "  Naturallj 
the  Egyptians  repudiated  any  addition  to  the  Nicoie  text. 
Eiisebius  s:ud  that  Eutyches  hu<i  not  been  sufficiently  explicit 
OS  to   the  origin  of  Christ's  flesh.     Dioscorus  replied    that  he 
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himself  was  not  concerned  to  defend  any  indlTidual,  bnt  Bimply  to 
uphold  the  faith  ;  if  Eutyches  was  heterodox,  he  deserved  to  be 
humed — an  echo  of  the  horrible  outcries  against  Ibas.    This  remark 
has  an  historical  impoi'tance.    Dioscorus  and  the  Egyptian  Church 
as  adhering  to  him  were  willing  to  draw  a  distinction  between 
their  Monophysitism   and   tliat  of  Eutyches :    he  might   be  aii 
"extreme"  man — they  were   not   committed   to  him;   and  this 
position  is  maintained  to  this  day  by  the  Coptic  Church,  which 
professes  to  regard   the   Godhead  and   manhood  as    forming   one 
composite  nature.    The  discussion   next  took  a  personal  txirn  in 
reference  to  Basil  of  Seleucia.   At  Epheaus,  he  said,  the  reading  of 
his  own  statement  made  at  the  Conatantinopolitan  synod,  afiirming 
the  Inc6unate  Christ  to  exist  "  in  two  natures,"  produced  a  furious 
uproar ;  he  had  been  fairly  unnerved,  and  had  said,  in  bewilder- 
ment and  teiTor,  that  he  "did  not  remember'*  to  have  used  such 
language ;  and  he  added,  "  If  I  had  been  dealing  with  magistrates, 
I  would  have  endtxxed  martyrdom ; "  meaning  that  he  would  have 
resisted  secular,  though  he  yielded  to  ecclesiastical,  pressure.     At 
this  point  the  "  acta "  of  Ephesus  begin  to  include  those  of  Con- 
stantinople ;  80  that,  by  what  Gibbon  calls  a  '*  double  involution," 
we  have  to  extract  the  record  of  448  from  that  of  449,  and  that  of 
449  from  that  of  451,  and  thus  Chalcedon  supplies  us  with  what 
happened  at  ConstontiDople  and  at  Ephesus.   Among  the  Constanti- 
nopoUtan  acts  was  the  letter  of  Cyril  to  John,  Lc^entur  cadi.     The 
TOyrian  prelates,  always  on  the  watch  against  Nestorianism,  cried 
out,  *'  We  believe  as  did  Cyril  I "    Thereupon  Theodoret  anathe- 
matized those  who  "  asserted  two  Sons ; "  all  the   bishops,  it  is 
added,  echoed  the  profession  of  agreement  with  Cyril,  by  way  of  re- 
pudiatiug  Nestorian  proclivities  ;  but  when  Cyril's  negation  of  "  two 
natures  "  and  assertion  of  "  one  nature  incarnate  "  was  quoted  by 
Eustathius,  the  Orientals  cried  out,  "  That  is  what  Eutyches  says, 
what  Dioscorus  says."    This  gave  Dioscorus  another  opportunity 
of  disclaiming  the  idea  of  a  "  fusion  "  as  well  as  of  a  division ;  and 
Eustathius  added  that  "  one  nature  incarnate "  did  not  imply  a 
denial  of  that  **  flesh  of  Christ  which  is  co-essential  with  tis,*'  and 
that  "  two  natures  "  wei*e  only  denied  in  the  sense  of  a  division  of 
the  one  Son  into  two— in  other  words,  that  Cyril  had  condemned 
the  phrase  as  Nestorians  used  it,  and  not  otherwise.    Flavian's 
own  statement  of  doctrine,  as  uttered  at  Constantinople,  of  which 
the  central  point  was  a  confession  of  "  one  Christ,  in  one  hypostasis, 
from  two  natures,"  received  the  Council's  approval,  Paschasinus 
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(lescribing  it  as  complete,  an  estimate  which  ere  long  he  had  to 
reconsider ;  and  then  those  non-Egyptian  bishops  who  sat  on  the 
same  side  \nth  the  suffragans  of  Diosconis  began  to  desert  them, 
Juvenal  setting  the  example,  and  being  welcomed  by  the  Orientals, 
"  Well,  has  God  brought  thee  over  ? "  Greeks,  Macedonians,  and 
others  followed  suit;  but  Dioscorus,  whose  i-esourceful  presence 
of  mind  was  only  equalled  by  his  fearlessness,  remarked  that  he 
had  at  hand  passages  accurately  copied  from  Athanasius  and 
Gregory  as  well  as  from  Cyril,  to  the  effect  that  it  was  wrong  to 
speak  of  "  two  natiu^s  after  the  union."  "  If  you  expel  me,  yon 
expel  the  Fathers  with  me."  He  admitted  the  phrase,  "  Christ  is 
from  two  natures:"  what  he  would  not  admit  was  that  there 
were  n&m  two  natures,  that  the  Humanity  was  still  co-existing 
with  the  Godhead,  which,  however,  was  just  the  jwint  for  which 
Leo  had  rightly  contended.  Further  testimony  as  to  the  terrorism 
which  Dioscorufl  had  exercised  wns  home  by  Basil  and  Oneaiphoms  : 
and  Basil,  uith  a  cheap  boldness,  taunted  him  as  "  even  still 
domineering,  although  he  had  but  six  supportei-a  left/'  At  last — 
it  is  marvellous  that  an  excitable  assembly  should  have  endured 
tlie  tedium  of  such  protracted  readings — the  acts  of  Constantinople, 
and  then  those  of  Ephesus,  were  got  through  ;  it  had  already 
become  necessar}^  to  light  candles ;  and  the  commissioners  ruled 
that  on  the  next  day  the  subject  of  doctrine  should  be  taken  up, 
but  that  now,  as  it  had  been  sho\vii  that  Fla\ian  and  Eusebius 
had  l>een  unjustly  deposed  at  Ephesus,  Diosconis  and  five  others, 
leaders  in  that  Council.  Juvenal,  Thalassius,  Eusebius  of  Ancyra. 
Eustathius  of  Berytus,  and  Basil,  should  provisiounlly  be  subjected 
to  the  like  sentence,  if  such  were  the  pleasure  of  "  our  moet  divine 
and  pious  sovereign."  The  Orientals  greeted  tlds  as  a  "  juBt 
decision :  "  the  lUyrians  asked  pardon  for  the  weakness  of  which 
tliey  had  been  guilty.  The  commissioners  turned  to  another  subject , 
and  directed  that  each  bishop  should  "set  forth  his  own  belief  in 
writing,  being  aware  that  the  Emperor  believed  in  accordance  with 
the  expositions  of '  the  318 '  and  '  the  150/  "  and  witli  the  exposi- 
tions of  Gregory,  Basil.  Athanasius.  Hilary,  Ambrose,  and  the  twi> 
canonical  letteiB  of  Cyril  confirmed  by  the  first  Council  of  Ephosufb 
(t.0.  his  second  and  third  letters  to  Nestorius,  of  which  the  former 
unly  had  then  received  express  approval) ;  adding  that  Leo,  in  view 
of  Eutyches's  heterodoxy,  had  sent  a  letter  to  Flavian  (tlie  Tome) 
— which  is  thus  ranked  with  other  documents  of  high  theological 
authority,  instead  of  being  considered,  as  on  papal  principles 
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ought  to  have  been  considered,  as  possessing  an  unique  claim  on 
acceptance. 

Some  difficulty  has  been  found  in  determining  the  actual 
sequence  of  the  sessions  reckoned  as  second  and  third.  The  second 
session,  whatever  was  its  subject,  was  held  on  October  10  ;  the  third 
on  October  13.  Evagrius  makes  the  session  in  which  Dioscorus's 
cAse  was  finally  settled  precede  that  in  which  the  doctrinal  question 
was  dealt  with.  But  on  the  whole  the  reasons  for  adhering  to  the 
order  in  the  *'  Concilia "  appear  to  predominate :  the  commis- 
sioners, as  we  have  seen,  had  already  determined  that  the  doctrinal 
question  should  occupy  the  second  session ;  and  Liberatufl,  in  his 
Hummary  of  events,  adopts  the  same  oixler.  On  this  view,  then,  the 
session  of  October  10  opened  with  a  request  by  the  commissioners 
that  the  Council  would  undertake  the  task  of  expounding  "  the  faith 
in  its  purity."  But  the  term  "  exposition  "  {rciheM^)  was  elastic :  it 
might  mean  a  Creed,  or  it  might  mean  a  doctrinal  statement  of 
inferior  authority ;  and  many  of  the  bishops  hastily  assumed  that 
they  were  being  asked  to  revise  the  CVeed  itself — a  point  on  which 
they  were  not  unreasonably  sensitive.  "  We  dare  not  do  so."  they 
exclaimed ;  "  for  the  Fathers  have  taught  (by  it),  and  what  they 
have  set  forth  is  extant  in  writing."  Cecropius  of  Sebastopolis  added 
that  Leo  had  given  a  "  model "  of  doctrinal  statement,  which  he 
and  others  had  signed.  This  of  itself  would  show  that  he  did 
not  regard  the  Tome  as  on  the  same  level  with  the  Creed;  for. 
in  that  case,  to  sign  it  woaild  have  been  a  virtual  transgression 
of  the  Ephesian  rule  against  putting  forth  "  any  other  Creed  than 
the  Nicene,"  to  which  "  rule  "  other  prelates  manifestly  referred 
when  they  said  that  it  was  not  "  permissible  "  to  make  any  new 
"  exposition ; "  whereas  no  such  rule  could  bar  the  composition 
ur  the  acceptance  of  a  document  like  the  Tome,  which  did  not 
profess  to  be,  and  was  not  accepted  as,  a  Creed.  The  apprehension 
expressed  was  not  allayed  by  a  new  proposal  of  the  commissioners, 
that  the  "  patriarchs  "  or  primates  of  the  several  "  dioceses  "  should^ 
with  the  assistance  of  two  or  three  bishops  from  each  "  diocese/* 
draw  up  a  formula  of  doctrine.  The  bishop  of  Sardis  asked  that 
time  might  be  allowed,  "  although  those  prelates  who  had  signed 
Leo's  letter  did  not  need  any  setting  right ;  "  and  Cecropius  again 
showed  the  view  which  he  took  of  the  Tome  by  ranking  it  with 
the  doctrinal  statements  of  Athanasius,  Cyril,  Celestine,  Hilary, 
Btiail,  and  Gregorj'  (Nazianzen).  He  asked  that  the  Creed  might 
be  read :  it  was  read  accordingly  in  its  original  Nicene  form,  but 
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with  slight  deviations,  as  the  addition  of  "  and  again  "  before  "  He 
is  coming/'  and  the  omission  of  "  or  ci'eated  "  among  the  anathemas  ; 
and  it  was  greeted  with  acclamations  combining  the  names  of 
Cyril  and  Leo.  Tlie  commissionei's  next  gave  orders  that  the 
exposition  of  *'  the  150  Fathers  "  should  be  read — meaning,  of 
course,  the  enlarged  creed  in  the  form  by  this  time  regajrded 
as  Constantinopolitan.  Then  followed  Cyril's  second  letter  to 
Nestorios  and  his  letter  to  John.  Again  the  shouts  arose :  "  We 
idl  so  believe  ;  pope  Leo  so  believes  :  as  Cyril  believed,  so  do  we  ■  " 
The  Tome  was  then  read,  and  welcomed  with  acclamations. 
"  Peter  uttered  this  through  Leo  "  (meaning,  "  Leo  had  brought 
out  the  true  im|>ort  of  St.  Peter's  confession  ")  :  "  This  is  what 
Cyril  taught — Leo  and  Cyril  taught  alike — why  was  this  not  read 
atEphesus?"  But  the  lUyrian  and  Palestinian  bishops  found  u 
difficulty  in  three  passages  of  the  Tome,  which  seemed  to  them  to 
approximate  to  Neatorianisra.  Aetius  endeavoured  to  meet  their 
difficulties  by  producing  two  passages  from  Cyril,  one  of  which, 
however,  was  not  verbally  equivalent  to  the  sentence,  **  Each  form 
does  what  belongs  to  it ; "  and  Theodorot — which  is  observable 
— quoted  another  passage  from  Cyril's  "  Scholia."  Still,  however, 
some  misgi\ings  were  felt ;  and  the  bishop  of  Nicopolis  asked  for 
an  adjournment,  in  order  that  Cyril's  third  letter  to  Nestorius 
might  be  considered  at  leisure.  In  spite  of  impatient  ontcries 
from  adverse  quarters,  the  commissioners  granted  the  request,  and 
directed  Auatolius  to  appoint  a  committee  for  the  purpose;  after 
which  the  partisan  temper  again  broke  loose  on  the  subject  of  tbe 
proceeduigs  of  the  previous  sitting,  and  even  the  clerics  of  Con- 
stantinople took  the  liberty  of  making  themselves  heard.  The 
Illyxians  urged  that  the  bishops  who  had  provisionally  been  deposed 
shoxdd  be  pardone<l  and  reinstated,  and  even  included  Dioscoms  in 
the  petition — "  Dioscoms  to  the  synod !  Diosconis  to  the  churches  I  " 
On  the  other  side  cries  broke  forth,  *'  To  exile  with  the  heretic, 
the  Egyptian ! " 

The  third  session  was  occupied  with  the  ecclesiastical  decision  of 
the  case  of  Dioscoms.  The  commissioners  were  not  present :  they 
had  already  said  their  say,  and  left  the  final  settlement  to  the 
Council.  Two  deputations  were  sent  to  summon  "  the  most  pious 
bishop  Dioscoms : "  his  answer  was  somewhat  evasive,  but  came 
to  this,  that  he  would  come  if  the  commissioners  were  preeent. 
At  this  point  four  Alexandrians— two  deacons,  a  presbyter,  and  a 
layman — appeared  with  petitions  "  to  Leo,  cccumenical  patriarch  of 
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Great  Eome,  and  to  the  (Ecumenical  CouncQ,"  in  which  their  own 
patriarch's  conduct  was  bitterly  impugned.  Oppressive  or  even 
cruel  behaviour,  especially  towsffds  the  friends  or  kincbed  of  Cyril, 
misappropriation  of  funds  given  for  the  carrying  out  of  pious 
<lesign3  and  of  an  imperial  dole  of  com  intended  for  poor  churches, 
interference  with  the  due  exercise  of  civil  authority,  coercion  used 
towards  ten  of  his  suflragans,  lax  morality,  hoiuicido,  incendiarism, 
Origenistic  heresy, — are  all  heaped  up  in  a  style  betokening  personal 
rancouj'  and  I'eminding  us  of  the  facility  with  which,  in  those 
iigea,  accusiitions  were  got  up  even  against  an  Athanasius.  The 
denunciations  axe  coarsely  overdone,  and  produce  a  recoil  of 
scepticism ;  one  feels  that,  whatever  faults  may  have  sullied  the 
Egyptian  primate's  administration,  a  Dioscorus  so  black  as  these 
petitionei's  paint  him  would  never  have  secured  the  confidence  and 
loyalty  of  the  great  majority  of  the  Christians  of  Egypt.  We  need 
hardly  add  that  the  Council  is  not  responsible  for  the  title  given 
to  IjCO  by  the  petitioners :  it  was  Gregory  the  Great's  mistake  lo 
imagine  that  it  offered  that  title  to  his  predecessor;  it  simply  did 
not  concern  itself  with  criticizing  the  phraseology  which,  for  theii* 
own  purpose,  these  Alexandrians  thought  fit  to  use.  A  third 
summons  went  to  Dioscorus :  he  declined  to  give  any  further 
answer :  "  What  I  have  said,  I  have  said,  and  that  is  enough  for 
me."  On  the  receipt  of  this  report,  the  legates,  as  presidents,  asked 
the  Council  to  signify  its  pleasure.  What  ought  to  be  done  to 
Dioscorus  ?  He  had  contumaciously  ignored  the  three  citations : 
ought  the  canonical  penalties  to  follow  ?  The  Council  assentecl : 
one  bishop  expressly  asked  the  legates,  ^  presiding  in  the  place  of 
Leo,  to  promulgate  the  due  sentence.  Once  again  Paschasinufl 
asks,  "  What  pleases  yom*  blessednesses  ? "  The  bishop  of  Antiocli 
replies,  **  Whatever  seems  good  to  your  holinesses,  we  will  vot*^ 
accordingly."  Then  Paschasinus  and  his  colleagues  declaie  that 
**  Dioscorus  has  been  found  guilty  of  many  offences ;  he  ignored 
Flavian's  sentence  against  Eutyches,  and  of  his  own  authority 
received  him  into  communion  before  he  sat  in  synod  with  othei- 
bishops  at  Ephesus.  To  them  the  apostolic  see  has  extende<i 
pardon  for  what  they  did  under  constraint,  because  they  hav« 
become  obedient  to  archbishop  Leo  and  to  the  CEcumenical  Council ; 
whereas  he  glories  in  acts  for  which  he  ought  rather  to  mourn. 
Also,  in  spite  of  his  own  promise,  he  did  not  allow  Leo's  letter  U» 
be  read.  Yet  this  might  have  been  overlooked,  if  he  had  not  daj'eil 
to  excommunicate  Leo  and  to  disregard  the  citations  to  attend  and 
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answer  to  serious  chains ;  therefore  Leo,  by  us  and  by  the  present- 
holy  synod,  together  with  St,  Peter,  who  is  the  rock  of  the  Church 
and  the  basis  of  right  faith,  strips  him  of  his  episcopate."  Did 
this  sonorous  uttei'ance  profess  to  be  ilu  sentence  of  the  synod  ? 
It  might  seem  so,  if  one  read  no  further ;  but  the  legates  add,  "  Novr 
therefore  the  synod  will  vote  in  accordance  with  the  canons,"  and 
the  bishops  Y*roceed  to  fuliil  thek  promise  to  "  vote  with  the  legates." 
Thus  Anatolius  "  votes  with  them,  agreeing  in  all  points  with  the 
apostolic  see.**  Maxuuua  of  Aiitioch  "  subjects  him  to  ecclesiastical 
sentence,  even  as  Leo  and  Anatolius  have  done ; "  and  "judges  him 
to  be  alien  from  all  episcopal  dignity."  Stephen  of  Ephesus  says  the 
like,  employing  the  verb  "  to  define."  Repeatedly  do  other  prelates, 
in  the  speeches  ascribed  to  them,  claim  to  "judge,"  "decide," 
"  give  sentence ; "  repeatedly  is  the  name  of  Anatolius  combined 
with  that  of  Leo  j  others  again  attribute  the  sentence,  which  they 
severally  make  their  own,  to  "  the  fathers  "  or  leading  prelates :  bo 
that,  in  order  to  represent  them  as  only  giving  an  intelligently 
obedient  assent  to  the  real  sentence  emanating  exclusively  from 
the  legates,  force  has  to  be  put  upon  plain  worda.  In  short,  the 
legates,  as  **  internal "  presidents,  are  regarded  as  voting  first,  and 
therein  as  giving  a  lead  to  the  Council;  but  the  deposition  is 
the  act  of  the  whole  body^  and  is  carefully  described  as  such  in 
the  notifications  sent  to  Dioscorus,  to  his  clergy,  and  to  the  laity 
of  Constantinople  and  Chalcedon,  and  in  the  syuodical  lettens 
which  inform  Marciau  and  Puleheria  that  he  has  been  "stripped  of 
his  episcopate  by  the  (Ecumenical  Council," — that  "  we  have,  with 
sorrow,  denied  him  our  communion,  and  against  our  wishes  decreed 
him  to  be  alien  from  episcopal  dignity."  As  Maximus  here  appears 
in  the  acknowledged  character  of  bishop  of  Antiochj  it  may  be 
well  to  say  that  Leo's  recognition  of  lum  was  not  the  only  ground 
on  which  he  was  allowed  to  occupy  that  position  while  Domnus 
was  still  living  in  retirement.  Leo  himself  tells  us  that  Maximus 
had  proved  his  own  orthodoxy  by  circulars  sent  throughout  the 
provinces  under  his  see ;  and  in  a  later  session  Stephen  of  Epheaus 
spoke  of  his  appointment  as  &om  the  first  "canonical/*  on  tho 
ground,  apparently,  that  Domnus  had  not  claimed  a  reversal  of  the 
Latrocinian  sentence  by  which  he  had  been  deposed. 

The  fourth  session  was  held  on  October  17.  The  minutes  of 
the  first  two  sessions  were  read  :  then  the  commissioners  requesteil 
the  Council  to  express  its  mind  on  the  subject  of  the  EeutL  Tho 
legatee,  speaking   through   Paschasinus,  referred   to  the  Nioeno 
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Creed,  to  its  confirmation  by  the  Council  of  Constantinople,  to  the 
acceptance  of  it  by  the  Council  of  Ephesus  under  C3rrO,  and  to  the 
clear  "  expression  of  tlae  true  faith  by  the  letter  of  Leo,  archbishop 
of  the  churches,  when  he  condemned  the  heresy  of  Nestorius  ami 
Eutyches."  "The  pi^esent  Council,"  he  said,  "holds  this  faith, 
and  can  neither  add  to  it  nor  take  from  it."  This  was  echoed 
with  acclamations.  The  commisaioners  then  asked  whether  the 
Council  considered  the  "  expositions  "  of  the  318  at  Nicsea,  and 
of  the  150  at  Constantinople,  to  be  "  in  accord  with  Leo's  letter." 
The  sense  of  this  plirose  is  illustrated  by  the  reply  of  Auatolins  : 
"  The  letter  of  Leo  is  in  harmony  wth  the  Creed,  and  also  with 
what  was  done  at  Ephesus  under  Cyril."  Paschasinua  then  said, 
'"  It  is  plain  that  Leo's  belief  is  in  harmony  with  the  Creed  "  iu 
both  its  forms,  and  with  the  Ephesian  definitions  :  ihcrefovB  his 
letter  is  "  one  in  purport  with  the  Creed."  This  address  La  important, 
because  Leo's  own  representative  thus  ignores  any  claim  of  infalli- 
'bility,  or  intrinsic  obligatory  force,  for  Leo's  letter  as  such,  and  is 
content  to  recommend  it  as  in  accordance  with  the  Creed  and  with  the 
"Ephesian  decinion.  Now  begins  a  long  series  of  episcopal  utter- 
iinces  approving  the  Tome  on  the  same  grounds  and  no  other.  *'  It 
-agrees,  and  I  have  signed  it,"  clearly  meaning,  "  I  have  signed  it 
^because  I  believe  that  it  agrees  with  the  standards  in  question : " 
"  Aa  far  as  I  understand,  it  agrees  :  "  "I  am  fully  persuaded  that 
dt  agrees : "  "  We  have  found  it  to  agree :  "  **  There  can  be  no  doubt 
that  it  agrees  :  "  "  We  have  accepted  it  as  agreeing  with  the  Creed, 
-and  aa  having  the  same  purport."  Theodoret  says  that  it  agrees 
with  "  the  Creed  put  forth  at  Niaea,  and  with  the  sjonbol  of  faith 
•dictated  at  Constantinople,  and  witli  the  letters  of  blessed  Cyril  " — 
'he  means  the  second  to  Nestorius  and  the  letter  to  John.  The 
TBpreaentatives  of  an  absent  bishop  say  that  when  he  had  read  the 
letter,  and  found  it  to  agree,  he  signed  it.  Others  say,  *'  I  see  that 
the  letter  is  in  accordance  : "  Leo  is  "  shown  to  have  followed  the 
Nicone  faith,  as  did  Cyril :  "  "I  find  in  Leo's  letter  no  divergence 
-from  the  faith  : "  "I  have  found  on  examination  that  the  letter  iu 
no  wise  differs ; "  and  so  on.  It  is  true  that  in  the  great  majority 
of  cases  the  bishops  appear  to  have  already  signed  the  Tome ;  but 
the  point  of  importance  is  not  in  the  when  or  where,  but  in  the 
"  why ; "  and  their  language,  so  closely  akin  to  that  in  which  Cyril's 
second  letter  to  Nestorius  received  the  sanction  of  the  &*st  Ephesian 
Council,  bars  out  absolutely  the  supposition  that  they  had  accepted 
'it  on  other  grounds  than  tliat  of  personal  approval     Not  one  single 
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bishop  says  or  implies  that  he  accepted  it  on  Leo's  sole  authority. 
As  at  Ephesua  Cyril's  letter  was  tested  by  the  Creed,  and  approved 
as  standing  the  test,  so  at  Chalcedon  the  bishops  bear  witness  th«t 
they  had  tested  Leo's  Tome  by  the  Creed  and  by  the  letter  or  letters 
of  Cyril,  and  approved  it  accordingly.     Ephesus  had  raised  Cyril's 
letter  to  the  rank  of  a  Church  standard  next  to,  but  not  on  equality 
with,  the  Creed  ;  and  here  at  Chalcedon  a  similar  process  takes 
place  in  regard  to  the  Tome.    The  bishops  who  had   asked  for 
time  to  satisfy  themselves  profe-ssed  that  their  difficulties  had  been 
removed  by  Anatolius  and  his  committee :  they  now  clearly  under- 
stood that  in  accepting  the  Tome  they  would  not  be  opening  a 
door  to  Nestorianizers.    The  commissioners  then  elicited  a  general 
declaration  of  agreement  with  the  Tome,  and  with  this  came  a 
request  that  the  five   bishops  implicated  with  Dioscorus  in  the 
misdeeds  of  the  Latrocinium  should   be  reinstated,  as   agreeing 
doctrinally  with  Leo,     The  commissioners  answered  that  on  this 
point  they  must  take  the  Emperor's  pleasure,  but  added  that  the 
Council   must  "  answer  to  Grod "   for  liaving  deposed  Dioscorus 
without  the  knowledge  of  the  Emperor  or  of  themselves.     ThiB 
produced  a  shout  of  "  It  is  God  who  deposed  him  1 "    It  might  look 
as  if  the  commissioners  were  intimating  .some  dissatisfaction  witli 
the  sentence  of  the  Council  as  to  Dioscorus ;  but  as  they  them- 
selves had  already  given  a  provisional  decision  in  the  same  sense, 
we  must  suppose  that  what  they  meant  was  simply  to  disown 
responsibility  for  proceedings  at  which  they  had  not  been  present. 
The  Emperor's  permission  being  first  obtained,  the  five  bishops 
were  admitted  amid  shouts  of  welcome  from  their  brethren,  who 
had  reason  to  fear  that  extreme  measures  taken  against  all  who 
had  acted  with  Diosconis  would  produce  something  very  like  a 
schism.    Then  appeared  thirteen  Egyptian  bishops,  who  presented 
a  memorial  containing  a  virtual  repudiation  of  the  Apolliniuianism 
which  had  so  often  been  imputed  to  Egyptian  Christology.     Bat 
it  was  thought  insufficiently  explicit.    Why  had   they  not  re- 
pudiated Eutychianism  ?     That  was  the  matter  in  hand :  let  them 
sign  the  letter  of  Leo.    They  protested — in  accordance  with  their 
traditional  obligations  to  the   ''  throne  of  St.  Mark  " — that   they 
could  not  act  without  an  archbishop.    "  All  Egypt  would  rise  up 
against  us :  onr  lives  would  not  be  safe  on  our  return :  we  had 
rather  die  here  than  there :  give  us  an  archbishop,  and  we  will 
sign  what  you  please."     Not  a  little  in  the  proceedings  at  Ctialcedon 
is  calculated  to  dispel  any  idealizing  preconception  as  to  a  uniform 
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gravity  and  moderation  in  the  conduct  of  ancient  synods:  the 
presence  of  human  passion  is  too  frequently  manifest,  although  in 
no  such  hideous  form  as  at  Ephesua  in  449.  At  the  first  Council 
of  Epiiesus  there  was,  on  the  part  of  its  leaders,  an  unfair  pre- 
cipitancy which  gave  only  too  good  occasion  to  its  opponents; 
and  we  know  how  sorely  Gregory  Nazianzen  felt,  how  deeply  he 
resented,  the  factious  temper  shown  in  the  Council  of  Constanti- 
nople. So  at  Chalcedon  there  were  several  flashes  of  partisan 
violence ;  and  nothing  in  its  records  is  more  unpleaaing  than  the 
bullying  tone  (there  is  no  other  word  for  it)  which  the  majority, 
including  Paschasinus,  exhibited  towai^  theae  helpless  and 
terrified  Egyptians.  No  doubt  they  were  regarded  as  representing 
the  "  brigandage "  which  had  enabled  their  primate  to  carry  his 
point  at  Ephesua ;  and  the  Orientals  felt  in  effect  that  it  was  now 
their  turn  to  dominate  and  to  terrify.  Again  we  find  the  lay 
officials  interposing  to  secure  some  measure  of  fair  play,  not  to  say 
of  humane  considerateness,  and  ruling  that  the  petitioners  should 
be  allowed  to  remain  at  Chalcedon — giving  security,  as  Paschasinus 
had  suggested — until  a  new  appointment  should  be  made  to  the  see 
of  Alexandria.  Another  set  of  petitioners  followed :  they  were  the 
ablx)ts,  or  monks,  or  other  persons  of  whom  we  have  already  heard 
as  Eutychianizers ;  and  they  presented  a  memorial  drawn  up  some 
time  before,  to  the  effect  that,  by  deposing  Dioscorus,  the  Council 
had  transgressed  the  line  marked  out  by  the  Emperor  for  its  action, 
i.e.  that  of  simply  securing  the  Nicene  faith.  Among  them  was 
one  whose  presence  naturally  enough  provoked  a  burst  of  indig- 
nation :  it  was  Barsumas,  "  the  man,"  said  a  bishop,  "  who  stood 
over  the  blessed  Flavian  and  cried,  '  Stab  him  ! ' "  and  a  fierce  cry 
arose,  "  To  the  arena  with  the  murderers ! "  But  Aetius  quietly 
went  up  to  the  petitioners,  and  assured  them  that  nobody  thought 
of  altering  the  Creed,  or  of  putting  forth  any  new  exposition  in  the 
sense  of  a  creed — Leo's  letter  was  only  "  an  interpretation  of  its 
true  meaning ; "  and,  after  much  difficulty,  he  extracted  from  their 
spokesman  a  promise  to  condemn  Eutyches  if  it  were  shown  that 
he  did  not  believe  with  the  Church.  There  were  abbota  on  the 
opposite  side,  who  thought  good  to  describe  their  opponents  as 
*'  wild  beasts  meeting  in  a  cave," — meaning  some  obscure  place 
where  apparently  a  non-conforming  worship  was  being  carried  on 
— and  demanded  that  they  should  be  excluded  from  it.  Ulti- 
mately moderate  counsels  prevailed,  and  the  obnoxious  memorialists 
were  allowed  thirty  days  for  consideration. 
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The  acts  assign  to  the  20th  of  October  the  settlement  of  a 
question  between  Photius  of  Tyre  and  Eustathius  of  Berytua, 
which  in  some  respects  resembled  the  dispute  between  St.  Basil 
and  Anthimua  of  Tyana.  Theodosius  had  erected  Beiytus  into  ft 
civil  metropolis ;  and  Eustathius  thereupon,  claiming  authorization 
from  what  he  called  a  Council  in  Constantinople — it  was  one  of 
those  gatheiings  of  prelates  on  visits  of  business  to  the  capital, 
which  (as  we  have  seen  in  the  case  of  Flavian's  "  sjrnod  "  of  448) 
acquired  the  name  of  the  "  sojourning  synod  " — asserted  a  metoro* 
political  jurisdiction  over  sLx  chui-ches  which  had  heretofore  been 
Boffiragans  of  Tyre.  He  had  even  extorted  from  Photius,  by 
threats,  a  recognition  of  this  claim.  Photius  had  treated  the 
promise  as  void,  and  continued  to  consecrate  bishops  for  the  area 
in  question ;  whereupon  Eustathius  induced  Anatolius  and  the 
"  sojourning  synod  "  to  excommunicattj  Photius  in  his  absence^  and 
for  liis  own  part  degi'aded  the  newly  consecrated  bishops  to  the 
rank  of  presbyters.  The  Council  decided  in  favour  of  Photius, 
and  withal  aflfirmed  the  principle  that  the  relations  of  sees  were 
to  be  settled  not  by  "  pragmatics  "  or  imperial  decrees,  but  by 
canonical  regulation — this  point  being  conceded  by  the  com- 
missioners ;  also  that  no  one  should  be  coademned  in  his  absence, 
and  that  to  allow  a  man  to  act  as  a  priest  when  he  was  deemed 
unfit  to  act  as  a  bishop  was  in  effect  sacrilegious.  Anatolius  did 
not  come  out  vory  well  in  this  matter,  and  found  it  best  to 
minimise  the  authority  of  the  so-called  "  sojourning  synod."  He 
did  not  claim  for  it  the  character  of  a  synod,  and  declared  that  it 
had  made  no  innovation  in  practice. 

The  fifth  session,  as  it  is  reckoned,  was  held  on  the  22nd  of 
October,  and,  as  Hefelo  says,  it  is  "  one  of  the  most  important  in 
Christian  antiquity."  J*irst,  a  doctrinal  formulary  was  read,  which 
Anatolius  and  his  committee  had  drafted.  Unfortunately,  it  is 
not  extant  in  the  minutes.  A  minority,  including  the  legates, 
thought  that  it  did  not  sufficiently  secure  the  point  at  issue,  i.«. 
the  definitive  exclusion  of  Eutychianism.  The  majority  called  it 
"  excellent,"  and  demanded  that  *'  Nestorians  "  should  be  expelled, 
and  that  Theotocos  should  be  added  to  the  name  of  the  Virgin 
Mary  in  the  "symbol'* — which  implies  that  they  had  come  to 
acknowledge  the  {>ost-Nicene  mention  of  her  name  as  part  of  the 
''symbol:"  but  this  proposal  of  the  addition  of  even  one  word 
was  a  departure  from  thuir  recent  insistence  on  the  Ephesian 
prolubition  of  any  such  change.    The  legates  lost  their  temper : 
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"  If,"  they  said.  "  persons  do  not  agree  with  Leo's  letter,  we  will 
go  home,  and  a  synod  shall  me()t  there/'  They  forgot^  in  efifeot, 
that  they  were  not  at  home :  the  menace  fell  flat,  the  synod  had 
got  out  of  hand,  and  the  commissioners  resorted  to  the  expedient 
(familiar  to  us  in  such  difficulties)  of  proposing  a  committee  to 
consist  of  Anatolius,  "  the  pious  men  from  Eome/'  six  "  Oriental " 
bishops,  and  three  from  each  of  the  four  "  dioceses  "  called  Asian, 
Pontic,  Illyrian,  and  Thracian.  No :  the  majority  were  bent  on 
having  the  definition  pure  and  simple ;  they  even  declared  that  it 
had  been  dictated  by  the  Holy  Spirit.  "  We  all  approve  it !  Sign 
it  now  [  Mary  is  Theotocos,  Christ  is  God :  Turn  out  the 
heretics  " — i.e.  the  supposed  Nestorianizers.  The  commissioners 
began  to  explain  wherein  the  formulary  was  deficient.  "  It  speaks 
of  Christ  as /rom  "  (or  of)  "  two  natures  :  what  Flavian  was  deposed 
for  saying  was  that  there  are  two  natures  :  nothing  short  of  this, 
therefore,  is  what  now  needs  to  bo  said."  Anatoliua,  jealoiLs  for 
his  own  work,  affirmed  that  Dioscorus  had  not  been  condemned 
for  heresy,  but  for  offences  against  order.  The  commissioners 
resumed :  the  Council,  they  argued,  has  already  accepted  Leo's 
letter:  therefore  it  is  bound  to  accept  a  phrase  which  is  charac- 
teristic of  that  letter.  And  here  they  might  as  well  have  quoted 
from  the  Tome,  "  In  the  entire  and  perfect  nature  of  true  man  was 
bom  true  God,  whole  in  what  was  His,  whole  in  what  was  ours 
...  on  account  of  His  oneness  of  Person  to  be  understood  as 
emating  in  both  natures."  As  it  was.  the  bishops  who  had  to  be 
conciliated  had  not  any  clear  recollection  of  such  passages  in 
the  Tome ;  they  adhered,  they  said,  to  Loo's  letter,  but  they  would 
have  the  formulary  as  it  stood.  The  commissioners  had  to  fall 
back  on  the  Emperor's  authority :  they  sent  to  him  for  instructions, 
and  obtained  the  decision  that  either  the  committee  proposed  must 
be  set  to  work,  or  the  bishops  must  individually  express  their  faith 
through  their  metropolitans,  or  a  synod  would  have  to  be  held  in 
the  West  because  they  had  refused  to  define  the  faith  explicitly. 
This  was  a  considerable  stretch  of  imperial  "  supremacy  ; "  but  it 
did  not  bear  down  opposition ;  with  loyal  shouts  of  "  Long  live  the 
Emperor ! "  was  combined  a  self-asserting  determination,  "  Let 
the  definition  stand,  or  we  will  go."  The  lUyrians  spoke  out 
more  plainly :  "  Let  those  who  object  be  off  to  Home ! "  At  last 
a  somewhat  fuller  explanation,  which  had  better  have  been  given 
earlier,  brought  out  the  point  at  issue  with  unmistakable  distinct- 
ness. "  Dioscorus,"  said  the  commissioners,  "  admits  that  Christ  is 
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from  two  natures ;  what  he  does  not  admit  is  that  there  arc  two 
natures  in  Christ  '*  (that  is,  that  they  both  now  exist  in  Him)  ;fl 
"  but  that  is  just  what  Leo  asserts.  Now  then,  which  of  the  two^* 
<lo  you  follow — Leo  or  Diosconis  ?  "  Put  in  this  way,  the  argument 
told.  "We  believe  with  Leo."  "  Veiy  wellj  then  insert  in  the 
definition  that  tliere  are  two  natures  in  Christ ; "  in  other  words, 
that  He  exists  not  only  from,  but  in,  two  natures.  Thus,  where 
the  legates  had  failed — probably  through  the  imperiousnessof  their 
tone — the  lay  dignitaries,  with  the  argument  from  consistency 
and  with  the  Emperor  behind  them*  succeeded.  The  committee 
forthwith  met  in  a  side-chapel,  and  the  famous  Chalcedonian 
"  Definition  of  Faith  "  was  the  result  of  their  labours. 

The  first  paragraph  comes  to  this :  "  Tares  are  being  ceaselessly 
sown  amid  the  wheat  of  true  doctrine ;  but  Christ,  in  the  present 
case,  has  provided  a  remedy  in  the  assembling  of  this  synod.  We 
therefore  reaffirm  the  Nicene  '  exposition,'  and  what  was  defined 
by  the  150  at  Constantinople."  But  here  comes  a  surprise.  The 
Nicene  Creed,  as  here  given,  is  not  the  Nicene  Creed  as  recited  in 
the  second  session ;  it  contains  certain  additions,  as,  "  from  the 
heavens,"  "  of  the  Holy  Spirit  and  the  Virgin  Mary,"  "  was  crucified 
also  for  us  under  Pontius  Pilate/'  "  and  was  buried,'*  "  according 
to  the  Scriptures."  "  and  sitteth  at  the  right  hand  of  the  Father," 
**  and  again  ^^ith  glory,"  "  whose  kingdom  shall  have  no  end,"  "  the 
Lord,  the  life-giving ; "  while  the  words,  "  both  things  in  heaven  and 
things  in  earth,"  are  omitted  after  "  through  whom  all  things  were 
made."  Yet  the  Creed  stops  after  "  life-giving  ;"  and  the  Nicene 
anathemas  follow,  with  the  omission  of  "  or  created ; "  so  that  in 
this  representation  we  have  neither  the  one  thing  nor  the  other. 
Why,  one  asks,  did  not  the  framers  of  the  Definition  take  care  to 
present  the  true  text  on  au  occasion  of  such  solemnity  ?  To  our 
minds  the  proceeding  is  strangely  imbusinesslike ;  we  can  only 
suppose  that  local  predilection  prevailed  over  all  sense  of  accuracy, 
and  that  the  Constantinopolitans  could  not  bear  to  omit  these, 
"  Epiphanian  "  phrases  which  they  had  learned  to  prize  as  Coq- 
stantinopolitan,  even  when  they  were  professedly  giving  the  Creed 
of  325  and  were  about  to  give  what  they  regarded  as  the  Second 
Council's  form  of  the  Creed — so  that  in  the  latter  the  woitis  quoted 
above  were  repeated  over  again,  with  the  addition  of  the  clauses 
which  in  the  Epiphanian  form  begin,  "  Who  proceedeth  from  the 
Father,"  and  end,  "  And  a  life  of  the  age  to  come."  Then  thej 
definition  proceeds :  "  This  wise  and  salutary  symbol  of  the  dx\ 
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grace  should  have  been  sufficient  as  teaching  the  t^oinplete  truth 
as  to  the  Trinity,  and  presenting  (aright)  the  Incarnation  of  our 
Lord;  but  as  some  have  denied  the  Virgin  U\  be  Tbeotocos,  and 
others  have  introduced  a  fusion  and  a  commixture,  therefore  the 
Council  tirat  decrees  that  the  Creed  of  the  318  shall  be  inviolate, 
and  then,  in  regard  to  the  true  faith  concerning  the  Holy  Spirit,  it 
coutlrma  the  teaching  of  the  150;  next,  as  against  those  who 
pretend  that  the  Son  of  Mary  waa  a  mere  man,  it  accepts  the 
synodical  letters  of  Cyril ;  and  to  these  it  has  added  the  letter  of 
Leo  against  Eutyches,  inasmuch  as  "  (observe  the  reason  here  given) 
"  it  agrees  with  the  confession  of  the  great  Peter  "  (in  Matt.  xvi. 
16).  From  some  words  in  the  above  it  might  seem  that  the  term 
'*  symbol"  is  used  with  reference  only  to  the  Creed  of  325  as  above 
given,  and  that  the  so-called  Constantinopolitan  form  is  treated 
only  as  a  piece  of  "  teaching,"  analogous  to  the  letters  of  CjTil  and 
Leo.  And  yet  it  is  called  a  '*  syTnbol,"  and  must  surely  be  referred 
to  when  the  "  salutary  symbol  '*  is  said  to  contain  the  "  perfect 
truth  as  to  the  Father,  the  Son,  and  iht  Holt/  Spirit ;  "  for  the 
Creed  of  325  had  been  felt  to  be  inadequate  as  against  the 
Macedonian  heresy,  and  the  "Epiphanian**  additions  were  in 
great  measure  intended  to  supply  what  wa.s  thus  lacking.  Tlio 
definition  proceeds  to  condemn  the  idea  of  two  Sons,  of  a  passible 
divinity  in  Clirist,  of  a  fusion  of  His  two  natures,  of  a  heavenly 
origin  for  "  the  form  of  a  servant  assumed  by  Him  from  us,"  and 
the  special  Monophysite  proposition  that  "  two  natures  existed 
before  the  union,  but  only  one  after  it."  The  formula  to  which 
this  leads  up — the  definition  proper — affirms  tha  oneness  of  Christ 
as  Son  of  God,  *'  perfect  alike  in  (xodhoad  and  in  Manhood  the 
Selfsame,  of  a  rational  soul  and  a  body,  co-essential  with  the  Father 
in  Godhead,  with  us  in  Manhood :  begotten  before  the  ages  of  the 
Father  as  to  Godhead,  bom  of  Mary  the  Virgin  Theotocos  as  to 
Manhood:  acknowledged  (to  exist)  in  two  natures"  (the  Greek 
says  "  from  "  or  "of,"  but  this  is  clearly  an  error),  "without  con- 
fusion, change,  division,  or  severance :  the  difTerence  of  the  natures 
being  in  no  wise  abolished  because  of  the  union,  but  rather  the 
perfection  of  each  nature  being  preserved,  and  (both)  concurring 
into  one  Person  and  one  Hypostasis," — this  last  point  being 
emphasized  by  a  repeated  denial  of  a  duality  of  Persons,  and  an 
acknowledgment  of  *'  one  and  the  selfsame  Son  and  only-begotten 
God,  Word,  Lord,  Jesns  Christ."  This  statement  will  be  seen  to 
be  largely  based  on  the  Formulary  of  EeuBion:   the  important 
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sentence  as  to  "  the  difference  of  the  natures  not  being  abolished  " 
was  substantially  taken  from  Cyril's  second  letter  to  Nestoritis. 
It  went  beyond  Flavian's  two  confessions  of  faith  in  explicitness 
as  to  the  human  co-essentiality  of  Christ  with  im,  i,e,  with  men  at 
large,  not  merely  with  His  Mother.  The  Ephesian  prohibition  of 
compiling  any  other  creed  or  symbol  was  adopted  at  the  close  of 
the  document  with  reference  clearly  to  the  "  symbol "  as  above 
recited. 

With  the  acts  of  the  same  session  Hefele  associates  the  address 
or  letter  sent  by  the  Council  to  the  Emperor  on  the  doctrinal 
question,  which  ranks  the  Tome  with  other  "  explanations  "  of  the 
Creed  such  as  successive  heresies  have  made  necessary,  and  throws 
on  those  who  object  to  it  aa  "  innovating  "  the  anvs  of  proving  "  that 
it  is  not  in  accordance  with  Scripture,  that  it  is  not  in  agreement 
with  earlier  Fathers,  that  it  does  not  defend  the  Nicene  Faith,  that 
it  does  not  overthrow  the  fancies  of  doctrinal  innovations."  The 
light  in  which  the  CoimcO.  viewed  the  Tome,  and  the  grounds  on 
which  it  was  adopted,  could  not  be  more  lucidly  shown  than  in  this 
context,  which  of  itself  would  suffice  to  show  that  the  Tome  was 
not  regarded  as  intrinsically  above  discussion,  nor  accepted  as  the 
ex  catliedra  pronouncement  of  an  infallible  Pontiff  on  the  prin- 
ciples of  the  Vatican  Council  of  1870. 


CHAPTER    XLIX. 


THE  COUNOXL  OF  CHALCEDON. — PABT  II. 


The  remaining  sessions  of  the  Council  of  Chalcedon  are  on  the 
whole  of  much  less  interest.  On  the  25th  of  October  Marcian  and 
Pulcheria  visited  the  Council  in  state,  attended  by  the  imperial 
and  senatorial  representatives  and  other  high  civil  dignitaries. 
The  Emperor  explained  that  he  "  came  not  in  order  to  make  a 
display  of  power,  but,  after  the  exampiti  of  Conytuntiue,  in  order 
that  the  multitude  might  not  be  drawn  into  dissensions  by  the  bad 
teachings  of  certain  men."  Aetius  asked  that  the  definition  might 
be  read  to  the  sovei-eigns.  "  Read  it,"  said  Marcian.  The  reading 
was  followed  by  greetings  to  Marcian  as  a  "  new  Constantine,"  and 
even  **a  new  Paul;  "  for  **  Byzantinism"  had  already  fostered  that 
"  idolizing  of  kings  "  which  our  own  Bishop  Audrewes  fouml  reason 
to  deprecate.  Pulcheria  was  also  saluted  as  a  "  new  Helena." 
Marcian  then  proposed  three  regulations  for  adoption  :  that  monks 
should  be  subject  to  their  bishops,  and  should  not  meddle,  un- 
authorised, in  public  affairs  ;  that  clerics  and  monks  should  not 
farm  land  nor  be  stewards  of  secular  property ;  and  that  a  cleric 
appointed  by  one  church  should  not  be  transferred  to  another 
without  necessity.  The  first  of  these  provisions  is  illustrated  by 
the  disorderly  violence  of  some  Egyptian  monks  in  the  times  of 
Theophilua  and  Cyril,  and  by  cases  in  which  clerics  or  monks  in 
the  reign  of  Arcadius  had  forcibly  rescued  criminals  under  sentence ; 
the  second  recalls  St.  Cyprian's  vivid  picture  of  the  relaxing  effect 
of  a  "  long  peace  "  on  the  tone  of  African  bishops  and  clergy.  "  I 
think  it  right/'  said  the  Emperor,  in  the  tone  of  a  good  Churchman, 
"  that  those  regulations  should  be  enacted  by  canon  in  your  synod, 
rather  than  by  any  law  of  mine."  They  were  adopted  accordingly, 
and  rank  as  the  fourth,  tliii-d,  and  fifth  canons  of  Chalcedon.  Again 
the  acclamations  broke  forth.    "Many  years  to  the    Emperor!" 


534 


The  Af[e  of  the  Fathers. 


Marcian  then  anaouuced  that  ChalceJoii  should  have  the  titular 
status  af  a  metropolis,  saving  all  rights  of  Nicomedia  as  metro- 
political  in  fact' — this  condition  being  put  in  as  a  safeguard 
agaiust  such  coDtentions  as  had  brnken  out  between  Photius  and 
Eustathiua.  The  bishops  then  begged  Marcian  to  release  them 
from  further  attendance:  he  answered  that  he  knew  they  were 
weary»  but  requested  them  to  wait  a  few  days  longer  and  gave 
them  leave  to  raise  any  jtoints  they  desired  before  the  commis- 
sioners. 

According   to  Evagrius,  the  main  body  of  the   Chalcedonian 
canons  wei-e  passed  in  a  session  following  immediately  on  the 
imperial  visit ;  but  he  distinguishes  it  from  the  session  next  to  V»e 
described,  which  is  reckoned  as  the  seventh,  held  on  Octobei'  26. 
Its  business  was  the  ratification  of  a  concordat  between  two  lead* 
ing  bishops,  Afaximus  of  Autioch  and  Juvenal  of  Jerusalem.     In 
order  to  understand   the  dispute,  we   must  remember   that   the 
Nicene  Council  had  upheld  the  metropolitical  position  of  CsesareB 
in  Palestine,  reserving  only  a  traditional  honorary  pre-eminence  for 
Jerusalem  among  the  suffragan  churches.     But  the  increase   of 
pilgrimages  to  the  "  Holy  City  **  and  its  adjacent  sacTed  places  had 
inspired  Juvenal  with  a  not  unnatuiul  desire  to  make  his  see.  as 
truly  "apostolical,"  supreme  in  Palestine;  not  content  with  the 
supersession  of  the  see  of  Ceesarea,  by  which  he  had  acquired  metro- 
political  rights  over  his  nwn  province,  he  had  encroached  even 
on  the  jurisdiction  of  Antioch  before  the  Ephesian  Coimcil,  and 
(according  to  a  letter  of  Leo  to  Maximus)  had  in  that  Council 
claimed   to  be  primate  over  all   Palestine — a  claim  which  Cyril 
baffled,  and  against  which  lie  afterwards  wrote  to  Leo,  although  for 
policy's  sake  he  and  Proclus  continued  to  keep  on  terms  with 
Juvenal.     In  the  I-atrociniau  Council,  Juvenal  had  taken  his  seat 
above  DomnuH,  and  Al}^iu3,  a  Palestinian  bishop,  had  called  him 
his  archbishop.   The  question  had  ultimately  come  before  Marcian, 
who  desired  the  commissioners  to  settle  it.     They  had  brought 
Maximus  and  Juvenal  together ;  and  Maximus,  though  reluctantly^ 
had  agreed  that  the  see  of  Jerusalem  should  be  supreme  over  the 
chtu-ches  of  the  three  provinces  called  the  "  iirst,  second,  and  third 
Palestines."      This   was   a  smaller  extent  of   jurisdiction   thaa 
Juvenal  had  coveted ;  bat  he  accepted  what  he  could  thus  get» 
while  Maximus  took  the  first  opportunity  of  complaining  to  Leo- 
on  the  ground  that  the  arrangement  was  a  departure  from  the 
Nicene  rulings.     It  certainly  was  so :  the  sixth  Nicene  canon  bad 
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expressly  safeguarded  tlie  existing  rights  of  the  Church  of  Antioch  ; 
and  Leo  therefore  professed  to  treat  the  innovatioa  as  null,  but 
was  unable  to  carry  out  his  disapproval  in  fact.  The  saving 
clause  by  which,  in  one  manuscript.  Maximus  makes  his  consent 
to  the  compromise  deptind  on  Leo's  sanction,  appears  to  be  a 
Roman  invention,  for  Leo's  letter  to  Maximus  contains  no  refer- 
ence to  it.  The  Council  thus  erected  a  patriarchate  of  Jerusalem 
with  the  formal  assent  of  the  Emperor. 

Of  all  the  prelates  of  the  Antiochene  patriarchate  by  far  the 
most  conspicuous  was  Theodoret.  His  position  was  anomalous : 
Leo  had  pronounced  him  to  be  worthy  of  reinstatement  after  his 
deposition  in  the  Latrocinium ;  the  commissioners  had  introduced 
him  into  the  Council,  but  as  competent  either  to  accuse  or  to  be 
accused ;  he  was  not,  then,  in  tlie  proper  sense,  a  member  of  the 
Council,  yet  he  had  been  allowed  to  vote  on  the  question  of  faith. 
In  the  eighth  session  those  bishops  who  were  sensitive  to  any 
survival  of  Nestorianism  demanded  that  he  should  anathematize 
Nestorius.  It  was  what  he  had  once  dticlared  that  he  would  never 
do.  He  tried  to  fence  with  the  question,  and  asked  that  a  petition 
and  a  memorial  of  his  might  be  read.  This  was  met  by  a  cry  of 
"  We  will  have  no  reading."  Then  he  said  that  he  had  "  always 
been  orthodox,  and  that  he  rejected  not  only  Nestorius  and 
Eutyches,  but  every  one  who  was  not  orthodox."  This  would  not 
do :  he  was  required  to  "  speak  plainly,  to  anathematize  Nestorius, 
hia  teachiniz,  and  his  frien<lfl  " — of  whom  Theodoret  himself  had 
been  one.  He  protested  that  he  had  not  come  thither  for  the 
sake  of  preserving  his  bishopric,  but  because  he  had  been  mis- 
represented :  he  again  combined  the  two  names  under  one  anathema  ; 
but  this  was  thought  to  mar  the  effect  of  the  sjjecial  repudiation 

demanded.  He  tried  to  state  his  opinions  at  length :  "  I  believe -" 

but  a  fierce  shout  inten-upted  him  :  "  He's  a  Nestorian :  turn  out 
the  heretic  1 "  Then,  at  last,  the  cup  of  humiliation  was  drained ; 
he  anathematized  "  Nestorius,  and  any  one  who  did  not  call  the 
holy  Vij^n  Theotocos,  or  divided  the  Qnly-begotten  into  two 
Sons.  I  have  signed  the  de&nition  and  the  letter  of  Leo,  and  thus 
1  think ;  farewell ! "  The  commissioners  ruled  that  "  all  doubt 
respecting  his  orthodoxy  was  now  at  an  end :  let  the  synod  vote 
his  restoration,  as  Leo  had  already  deemed  right."  Maximus  pro- 
fessed to  have  long  known,  by  experience  of  Thcodoret's  preach- 
ing, that  he  was  "  Catholic."  It  was  resolved  by  acclamation  that 
Theodoret  was  *'  worthy  of  the  see."     The  incident  deserves  to  be 
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remembered,  as  evidence  that  Leo's  pronouncement  in  his  favour 
was  not  regarded  as  decisive :  a  further  requirement  was  pressed 
upon  him,  and  he  would  not  have  been  reinstated  in  default  of 
compliance.  Then  other  bishops  were  called  upon  to  pronounce  a 
similar  anathema,  and  complied.  The  commissioners  then  gave  a 
significant  hint :  "  Since  the  Council's  wishes  have  been  in  all 
respects  met,  it  is  time  for  all  to  cherish  unanimity." 

The  tedious  case  of  Ibas  was  next  taken  up.  He  said  that  he 
had  been  condemned  in  his  absence  at  Ephesus,  although  the 
charges  brought  against  him  had  already  been  disproved ;  he  asked 
that  the  sentence  should  be  cancelled.  The  minutes  of  the  inquiry 
held  at  Tyre  were  read,  and  showed  that  he  had  cleared  liimself  of 
heresy  and  had  come  to  teiTOs  with  his  accusers.  Phoiius  and 
Eustathius,  who  had  signed  the  document  as  judges,  were  asked 
whether  they  still  adhered  to  it.  They  said  that  they  did  The 
question  was  adjourned  uutil  the  next  day,  when  Ibas  moved 
sympathy  by  telling  how  he  had  been  confined  in  twenty  different 
prisons :  he  was  in  one  of  them  at  Antioch  when  he  heard  of  his 
depoaitiuu  at  Ephesus.  Btit  just  when  he  seemed  to  be  on  the 
point  of  being  reinstated,  some  strongly  anti-Nestorian  bishops 
pronouncetl  the  formula,  "  We  object,"  adding  that  accusers  were 
waiting  to  enter.  They  were  admitted.  Their  spokesman,  a  deacon 
named  Theopliilua,  asked  for  the  reading  of  the  minutes  of  the 
trial  at  Berytus — which  was  probably  prior  to  that  at  Tyre.  This 
record  was  consequently  read,  together  with  the  series  of  chui^ges 
then  laid  against  Ibas,  and  his  letter  to  Maris  reflecting  severely 
on  Cyril.  The  commissioners  asked  to  hear  the  proceedings  at 
Ephesus  against  Ibas ;  but  the  Roman  legates  objected,  on  the 
ground  that  Leo  had  pronounced  the  acta  of  that  synod  to  be 
valueless  for  purposes  of  accusation.  The  end  of  it  was  that  Ibas 
was  acquitted,  but  with  a  somewhat  embarrassing  diversity  of 
language.  Paschasinus.  vor>'  unwarily,  and  Maximus  following 
his  lead,  committed  themselves  to  the  proposition  that  the  letter 
to  Maris  proved  Ibas  to  be  orthodox ;  Anatolius  implied  as  much, 
saying  that  all  that  had  been  read — which  included  that  letter — 
proved  his  innocence.  On  the  other  hand,  Juvenal  treated  the  "  old 
man "  as  a  convert  from  heresy,  who  as  such  might  be  treated 
with  favoiu-.  Other  prelates  laid  stress  on  his  promise  at  Tyre  to 
anathematize  Xestorius;  and  the  bishop  of  Nioomedia  observed 
that  '*  what  he  had  wrongly  said  against  the  blessed  Cyril  had 
been  refuted  "  by  his  later  profession  of  orthodoxy,     Still  it  was 
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only  on  condition  of  anathematizing  Nestorius  in  their  presence, 
and  of  adhering  to  the  doctrinal  decisions  of  the  Council,  that  the 
bishops  as  a  body  were  willing  to  recognise  Ibas.  He  took  the 
test  in  unequivocal  language  :  "  I  have  already,  in  writing,  anathe- 
matized Neatorius :  what  one  does  once  with  full  conviction  one 
may  do  ten  thousand  times  again ; "  and  he  anathematized 
"  Nestorius  himself,  and  Eutyches,  and  every  one  who  owned  '  one 
nature/  and  who  does  not  think  as  the  holy  synod  itself  thinks." 
But  by  refraLrmi^  from  condemning  tlie  letter  to  Maris,  tlie 
Council  bequeathed  a  difficulty  to  the  future.  Silence  on  such  a 
point,  on  the  part  of  aiich  a  body,  did  not  necessarily  prove  that 
the  letter  was  thought  orthodox ;  but  when  Justinian  dragged  the 
Eastern  Church,  and  through  pope  Vigilius  the  Western,  into 
a  prolitless  and  mischievous  controversy  about  the  *'  Three  Capi- 
tula "  or  "  Articles,"  and  then  exacted  from  the  Fifth  General 
Council  an  anathema  against  the  letter  to  Maris  as  heretical,  the 
question  inevitably  arose — on  that  point,  as  on  the  "  article  "  of 
the  anti-CyrilL"ne  writings  of  Theodoret — "Does  not  such  on 
anathema  mean  i-evolt  from  the  authority  of  Chalcedon  ?  "  It 
might  be  said,  on  the  one  hand,  "  The  Fathers  at  Chalcedon  heard 
the  letter  read,  liad  opportunity  to  express  their  judgment  on  it, 
and  abstfiined  from  calling  it  heretical ;  and  some  of  them,  speak- 
ing individually,  even  treated  it  as  orthodox  ;  "  and  on  the  other, 
"  The  Council  as  a  body  did  not  approve  it,  and  it  is  incompatible 
with  the  Definition  ;  the  favourable  treatment  accorded  to  Ibas 
only  shows  that  his  anathema  against  Nestorius,  and  his  adhesion 
to  the  Council's  doctrinal  teaching,  were  somewhat  indulgently 
set  against  whatever  was  objectionable  in  the  letter ;  but  that 
objectionable  matter  still  remains/'  This  view  prevailed  in  the 
Council  of  553,  which  took  care  to  af&rin  that  the  letter  "  said  to 
have  been  wTitten  by  Ibas  was  thoroughly  contradictory  to  the 
Chalcedonian  definition."  But  such  protestations  did  not  satisfy 
those  in  the  West  who  were  sensitive  about  the  honour  of  Chalcedon 
and  of  Leo  ;  and  the  bishops  of  the  Fourth  Coimcil  would  have  been 
sufficiently  perturbed  if  they  could  have  known  that  their  reticence, 
as  a  body,  on  the  merits  of  the  letter  woidd  be  an  element  in  an 
agitation  destined  to  convulse  the  East,  to  humiliate  a  pope,  and 
to  produce  a  schism  in  Northern  Italy  that  would  last  through  the 
seventh  century. 

The  next  session,  on  the  29th  of  October,  was  occupied  with 
a   curious   and  very  unedifying   personal   dispute.     Bassian,  the 
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ex-bishop  of  Epheaus,  bad  complained  to  the  Emperor  about  Stephen 
the  present  bishop,  and  had  been  referred  by  Marcian  to  the  synod. 
His  plea  waa  this :  As  a  presbyter,  he  had  been  highly  esteemed, 
and  had  attracted  the  jealousy  of  Memnon,  a  former  bishop,  who, 
in  order  to  get  rid  of  him,  actually  forced  him  to  receive  consecra- 
tion  for  the  see  of  Evasa  (a  place  which  Le  Quien  could  not 
identify),  causing  him — so  lie  uflBrmed — to  be  beaten  at  the  very 
altar  from  9  a.m.  until  noon  ;  certainly  the  grossest  case  on  record 
of  that   extraordinary  misconception  which  led  ancient   bishops, 
including  Epiphnnius,  to  think  themselves  justified  in  ordaining 
or  consecrating  men  against  their  wills.      Bassian    had    acted 
towards  Evasa  ss  Gregory  had    ncted  towards    Sasima  :    he  had 
never  discharged  episcopal  functions  there.     Basil,  the  successor 
of  Memnon,  had  pi*actic-ally  acknowledged  that  Bassian  had  no 
moiBl  bond  to  Evasa,  and  had  treated  him  as  a  friend.    At  the  next 
vacancy  of  the  see  of  Ephesus,  Bassian  had  been  duly  chosen  to 
fill  it,  and  had  been  recognised  in  that  capacity  by  Theodosiua  II. 
and  by  Proclus  of  Constantinople.     But  after  four  years  he  was 
seized  while  celebrating  the  Eucharist,  dragged  out  of  the  church, 
imprisoned,  and  plundered ;  while  Stephen,  who  had  long  acted  as 
one  of  his  priests,  was  enthroned  in  his  stead.    Stephen  replied  to 
this  effect :    '*  Bassian  had  been  translated,  against  Church  law, 
from  Evasa,  and  violence  had  accompanied  his  enthronement  at 
Ephesas :  he  had  there  acted  tyrannically,  his  expubion  had  been 
just,  and   Stephen  himself  had   lieeu   duly  consecrated  by  forty 
suffragans  of  the  primatial  see."     The  feeling  of  the  Council  was 
favourable  to  Bassian,  i>robably  because  Stephen  had  acted  in  the 
Latrocinium ;  but  Olympius,  whom  Bassian  claimed  as  one  of  his 
consecrators.  declared  that  he  had  ofhciated  under  duress.     The 
commissionem  cut  the  knot  by  suggesting  an  ex})edieut  somewhat 
like  that  whereby  the  Council  of  Pisa,  in  1409,  set  aside  two  com- 
petitor popes  and  ap[K>inted  u  new  one.     With  considerable  diffi- 
culty, and  after  directing  attention  to  the  sacred  Go9]>eI-book,  they 
induced  the  Council  to  order  a  new  election  for  Ephesus.  due  pro- 
vision being  made  for  the  maintenance  of  Bassian  and  of  Stephen. 
But  the  notion  that  tliis  could  take  place  at  Chalcedou  filled  the 
suAragans  of  Ephesus  with  an  alarm  like  that  expressed  by  the 
Egyptians  just  twelve  days  before.     "  Have  pity  upon  usl  "  they 
cried  ;  "  our  children  will  be  killed  if  the  consecration  takes  place 
anywhere  but  at  Ephesus !  *'     One  cannot  take  such  apprehenaious 
quite  literally ;  but  Greek  passion  might  easily  take  the  form  of 
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zeal  for  local  church-rights.  The  bishop  of  Magnesia  affirmed 
that  of  all  the  twenty-seven  successors  of  St.  Timothy,  only  one, 
Basil,  had  been  consecrated  elsewhere  than  at  Epliesua.  On  the 
other  side,  the  bishop  of  Cyzicus  scornfully  said  that  there  would 
have  been  no  disturbaneu  had  con^^ecration  taken  place  at  Con- 
stantinople: "at  Ephesus  they  ordain  mere  saiad-eaters*'  (low 
fellows).  Constautinopolitan  clerics  insisted,  in  disorderly  fashion, 
on  their  own  church's  privileges,  and  quoted  precedents  which 
might  seem  to  give  wai-ning  of  a  burning  question  at  hand;  and 
the  commissioners  thought  it  best  to  reserve  the  point  for  I'liinre 
consideration.  The  next  business  related  to  a  dispute  between 
Eunomius,  the  metropolitan  bishop  of  Nicomodia,  and  Anastaaius, 
bishop  of  Nicaea.  Eunomiua  said  in  eflect,  "  Anastasius  has  ex- 
communicated certain  clerics  of  BosLlinopolis,  who  are  under  my 
jurisdiction  ;  and  Anatolius  rebuked  him  for  this  act."  Anastasius 
replied,  "  BaailiiiopolLs,  tliougb  a  city,  is  acknowledged  by  its  own 
municipal  body  to  be  a  suburb  of  Niccea,  There  are  precedents 
for  the  consecration  of  its  bishops,  and  the  ordering  of  its  church 
affairs,  by  my  predecessors:  its  clerics  had  complained  to  me  of 
their  own  bishop,  and  I  referred  them  to  Anatolius ;  but  they 
went  off  to  Eunomius,  and  he  interfered."  Eunomius  questioned 
the  statement  as  to  consecrations  for  Basilinopolis.  The  fourth 
Nicene  canon  was  read,  assigning  to  metixipolitans  the  confirmation 
of  episcopal  appointments  within  their  pi-ovinces.  "  Yes,"  said 
Anastasius,  "  but  I  am  a  metropolitan :  an  imperial  decree  long 
ago  recognised  my  city  as  a  metropolis."  Eunomius  shattered  this 
claim  by  pointing  out  that  a  later  decree  guaranteed  Nicomedia 
against  any  loss  of  rights  from  the  merely  honorary  stains  assigned 
to  Nicaea,  The  commissioners  abided  that  the  decrees  in  question 
referred  merely  to  the  cities,  not  at  all  to  their  bishoprics ;  and  the 
Council  resolved  that  the  bishop  of  Niciea  had  only  an  honorary 
dignity,  whereas  the  bishop  of  Nicomedia  was  the  actual  metro- 
politan. The  Constantinopolitan  archdeacon  stnick  in  with  a  pro- 
test on  behalf  of  the  authority  of  the  bishops  of  Constantinople  in 
regard  to  consecrations  for  Basilinopolis ;  and  the  commissioners 
promised  that  such  claims  should  be  considered  at  the  proper  time. 
The  last  day  of  October  saw  the  fourteenth  session,  in  which 
Sabinian,  bishop  of  Perrha,  complained  that  the  Latrocinian 
Council  had  ousted  liim  from  his  see  Bind  reinstated  his  deposed 
predecessor  Athanaaius.  "  What  has  Athanasius  to  say  ?  "  He 
said  he  could  produce  letters  of  sympathy  from  Cyril  and  Proclua. 


540 


T}ie  Age  of  the  Fathers. 


He  had  consented  to  let  certain  charges  against  him  be  investi* 
gated  by  Domnus  in  synwl,  if  he  was  willing  to  adhere  to  the  line 
taken  in  those  letters.  "But,"  said  Sabinian,  "let  the  acts  of 
thai  synod  be  read."  It  then  appeared  that  Panolbius  of  Hieru- 
polis,  Athanasins's  late  metropolitan,  had  not,  as  Athanasius 
pretended,  been  prejudiced  against  him,  but  the  reverse ;  that  in 
fact  Athanasius  had  declined  to  plead  before  him,  had  resigned 
his  see  and  gone  to  live  on  his  estate  near  Samosata,  bat  had 
afterwards  retoimed  to  Penlia  and  act«d  there  as  bishop,  had  told 
"  false  stories  "  to  Cyril  and  Proclus,  had  ignored  the  citation  of 
Domnus,  and  had  thus  obliged  Domnus  and  the  synod  to  depose 
him  and  to  order  a  new  appointment  to  Peirha.  The  record  was 
supplemented  by  oral  testimony  from  seven  bishops  who  had  sat 
in  the  synod ;  and  it  was  decided  that  the  deposition  must,  for  the 
present,  hold  good,  but  that,  as  the  synod  had  not  thought  it 
necessary  to  examine  the  charges  against  Athanasius,  Maximus 
should  do  so  in  a  new  synod.  What  follows  does  credit  to  the 
commissioners,  and,  in  a  way,  to  the  Council  also.  The  former 
ruled  that  if  any  one  great  ofi'ence  were  proved  against  Athanasius, 
he  should  not  only  be  deprived  of  the  episcopate  but  be  subjected 
to  the  penalties  of  public  law :  if,  on  the  other  hand,  the  charges 
were  withdrawn  or  disproved,  Maximus  was  to  reinstate  him  at 
Perrha,  upholding  Sabinian  at  the  same  time  in  episcopal  dignity 
and  assigning  to  him  a  stipend  from  the  revenues  of  that  church. 
"  Nothing  can  be  more  just,"  said  Maximus,  and  the  whole  Council 
echoed  his  words.  The  lay  magistrates  had  once  more  given  to 
the  prelates  a  lesson  of  patient  and  discriminating  fairness ;  and  it 
is  interesting  to  observe  that  the  Council  implicitly  approved  of 
the  principle  that  crimes — as  distinct  from  spiiitual  offences — 
proved  against  bishops  should  be  punished  by  secular  tribunals, 
and  thus  made  uo  demand  for  clerical  "  immunity." 

And  now,  at  last,  we  come  to  paulo  majora.  The  hnal  scene 
of  the  Council  is  memorable  enough.  It  had  been  understood, 
twice  over,  at  the  end  of  the  eleventh  and  thirteenth  sessions,  that 
the  question  of  the  rights  of  the  Constantinopolitan  see,  in  regard 
to  churches  of  the  "Asian  diocese,"  should  come  up  in  dae 
time  for  settlement.  The  time,  in  the  opinion  of  the  Constantino- 
politan clerics,  was  now  come ;  and  we  may  presume  that  they 
were  acting  with  the  full  sanction  of  their  bishop  when  they 
asked  the  Boman  legates  to  take  part  in  the  proposed  discussioa. 
What  was  the  reply  ?    That  "  they  had  received  no  instructions 
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to  that  effect/'     It  appeared  next  day,  on  their  own  showing,  that 
they  had  received  precise  written  instructions   to   "  resist   any 
attempt,  on   the   part   of    persons   who   might  presume   on   the 
gi-andeur  of  their  cities,  to  alter  what  had  been  laid  down  by  the 
Pathers."     Their  excuse,  therefore,  for  not  staying  was  a  quibble. 
They  hatl  been  ordered  to  prevent,  as  far  as  they  could,  a  certain 
thing  from  being  done  ;  they  had  had  distinct  warning  that  it  was 
proposed  to  do  it;   and  their  mode  of  obeying  the  order  given 
them  was  to  go   away  when   the   ''  attempt "   to   be   made  was 
iumiinent,  obviously  because  they  did  not  choose  to  be  outvoted. 
When  they  had  left  the  church,  Aetius  rafen-ed  the  point  to  the 
commissioners;  but  they  also  >vithdrew,  directing  the  Council  to 
*'  look  intd  the  matter,"  and  wishing,  perhaps,  to  avoid  the  appear- 
ance of  controlling  its  action  in  a  matter  in  which  their  own  close 
connexion  with  Constantinople  might  be  supposed  to  give  them  a 
special  interest.     The  prelates  thus  left  to  themselves  were  but 
192  in  number,  for  many  had  left  Chalcedon  since  the  definition 
had  received  the  assent  of  350;  but  still  they  were  legally  "the 
synod,"  and  they  at  once  proceeded  to  consider  a  new  draft  canon, 
the  import  of  which  will  be  understood  by  remembering  that  the 
Council  of  Constantinople  in  381  had  in  its  third  canon  assigned 
to  the  bishop  of  Constantinople  a  "  precedency  of  honour  "  next 
after  the  bishop  of   Kome,   "  because   Constantinople   was   New 
liome." 

This  enactment,  which  Korae  had  ignored  aa  illegitimate,  and 
which  Alexandria  naturally  disliked,  conferred  no  scrap  of  new 
authority  or  jurisdiction  on  Constantinople,  and  did  not  even, 
technically,  affect  the  relation  of  the  Coustantinopolitan  see  to 
that  of  Heraclea  as  its  metropolitan  and  as  primatial  for  the 
Thracian  "  diocese."  But  in  the  interval  between  381  and  451 
events  had  built  up  for  the  see  of  the  Eastern  capital  a  large 
fabric  of  informal  authority.  In  the  quaint  phrase  of  Le  Quien, 
the  author  of  "  Oriens  Christiauus,"  the  bishops  of  Constantinople 
from  the  beginning  of  the  tifth  century  onwards  had  "begun  to 
n^hhlt  at  the  three  'dioceses'  of  Thrace,  Asia,  and  Pontus" — the 
first  step  in  the  process  being  taken  in  Chrysostom's  time,  when, 
supported  by  prelates  who  (as  we  have  seen)  were  **  sojourning  " 
at  Constantinople  and  had  formed  a  sort  of  consultative  com- 
mittee presided  over  by  its  bishop,  he  accepted  an  invitation  from 
Proconsidar  Asia  to  correct  abuses  in  the  church  of  EphesuB,  over 
which,  in  strictness,  he  had  no  authority  at  alL     The  case  was 
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such  as  in  those  days  was  held  to  warrant  an  appeal  to,  and  inter- 
vention on  the  part  of,  the  most  accessible  and  inHuential  holders 
of  that  "  one  episcopate  "  in  which,  as  St.  Cyprian  worded  it,  each 
bishop  had  an  entire  interest  "  like  that  of  shareholder  in  some 
joint  property " — so  Archbishop  Benson  aptly  renders  "  cujus  a 
singulis  \n  mUdum  pars  tenetnr ".  So  too  Atticus  of  Con- 
stantinople had  assumed  the  character  of  primate  for  Thrace,  and 
had,  for  a  time,  procured  the  sanction  of  Theodosius  for  hia 
exercise  of  jurisdiction  over  the  churches  of  Eastern  Illyricum. 
These,  however,  the  Roman  see  took  effective  measures  for  retain- 
ing within  its  own  patriarchate :  and  Honorius,  stirred  up  by  pope 
Boniface,  persuaded  his  nephew  to  recall  the  edict  in  favour  of 
Atticus.  The  latter  thereupon  ^'turned  his  attention,"  as  Neale 
puts  it,  to  the  "Asiatic"  and  Pontic  "dioceses,"  and  obtained 
from  Theodosius  11.  a  law  rendering  the  consent  of  the  bLshop  of 
Constantinople  necessary  for  the  appointment  of  their  bishops. 
Out  of  this  grew  up  a  custom  of  resorting  to  Constantinople  for 
consecration,  since  bishops-elect,  feeling  that  to  stand  well  with  the 
bishop  of  Constantinople  was  for  their  interest,  easily  persuaded 
themselves  that  such  a  practice  was  but  appropriate  in  view  of 
the  "honorary  precedency;"  and  Sisimiius,  the  successor  of 
Atticus,  had  consecrated  a  metropolitan  for  the  Hellespontine 
province.  The  Council  of  Ephesus,  which  was  naturally  biassed 
against  the  see  of  Constantinople,  had  kept  its  eye  upon  these 
advances  or  aggressions,  which  can  hardly  have  been  absent  from 
the  minds  of  Cyril  and  his  brethren  when  they  furnL^shed  their 
decree  on  the  question  between  Antioch  and  Cyprus  with  a 
significant  reference  to  the  possible  intrusion  of  "  the  arrogance  of 
secular  authority  under  the  pretext  of  episcopal  action."  That 
the  bishops  of  Constantinople  were  free  from  ambitious  motives  in 
this  extension  of  their  power  is  more  than  any  observer  of  human 
nature  would  assexl; :  they  were  just  as  open  to  that  temptation  as 
the  bishops  of  Kome  during  the  development  of  the  Papacy :  and 
ambition  is  never  more  truly  ambition  than  when  it  works  under 
an  ecclesiastical  disguise. 

At  Chalcedon,  naturally,  the  influence  of  the  Constantinopolitaa 
chim:h  was,  not  indeed  all-powerful,  but  still  considerable ;  and 
the  Council,  as  a  council,  had  already  gone  a  long  way  in  the 
direction  indicated  by  Aetius,  inasmuch  as  by  its  ninth  and  seven- 
teenth  canons  it  had  enacted  that  complaints  against  a  metropolitan 
within  the  Asian  and  Pontic  "dioceses" — in  a  word,  within  Asia 
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Minor — might  be  brought  either  before  the  primates  or  *'  exaxchs  " 
of  those  dioceses,  or  before  the  "throne"  or  aeo  of  Constantinople  ; 
and  thus  matters  might  seem  already  ripe  for  the  formal  erection 
of  a  Constantinopolitan  patriarchate.  Such  an  act,  it  might  be 
argued,  would  simply  be  the  recognition  of  a  state  of  facts  which 
had  grown  up  with  high  authority  in  its  favour  and  with  a 
general  amount  of  acituiescenc^  during  the  pujst  seventy  years. 

!Now  let  us  look  at  the  canon  as  first  drafted  and  passed. 
It  referred  to  the  canon  of  381,  and  explained  it  by  saying  that, 
as  "  the  Fathers  " — meaning  the  church  authorities  of  an  earlier 
time — "  had  awarded  the  precedency  "  (or  "  the  first  place  *')  to 
the  see  of  Old  Rome,  hecaiMc  its  city  was  imperial,  so  the  "  IfiO  " 
at  Constantinople,  from  a  similar  motive,  "had  assigned  an  equal 
precedency  to  the  see  of  New  liome,  reasonably  judging  that  the 
city  which  was  (now)  imperial,  and  enjoyed  the  same  precedency 
with  the  imperial  Old  Home,  should  in  ecclesiastical  matters  also 
be  magnilied  like  her,  and  rank  second  after  her."  What,  then,  was 
the  ecclesiastical  "  precedency  "  which  hod  thus  been  assigned  to  the 
see  of  Constantinople  ?  The  canon  of  381,  as  we  have  seen,  had 
described  it  as  ''  honorary ; "  and  if  it  was  "  equal "  to  those  which 
had  been  awarded  to  the  see  of  Old  Rome,  it  would  follow  that  the 
distinction  attaching  from  an  earlier  time  to  the  see  of  Rome  itself 
was  a  precedency,  or,  in  the  phrase  commonly  used  by  our  Anglican 
divines,  a  '*  primacy  of  honour  " — not  a  supremacy.  The  ground  of 
t>iia  "  privil^e"  or  "  primacy  of  honour  "  is  stated  to  be  the  civil 
dignity  of  the  city  of  Home  as  the  ancient  capital  of  the  empire. 
And  this  was,  in  fact,  its  original  ground,  and  a  moat  natural  one 
too.  It  was  inevitable  that  a  church  which  was  seated  at  the 
central  point  of  the  Roman  world,  and  associated  in  the  minds 
of  all  Christians  with  "  the  city  "  of  cities,  and  habitually  resorted 
to,  as  Irenieus  says,  by  Chi'istian  visitors  from  all  quarters, 
should  loom  largest  among  Christian  communities,  should  easily 
acquire  a  representative  position,  and  witlial  by  degrees  an 
undefined  leadership ;  and  it  is  well  to  bear  in  mind  that  at  first 
— e.g.  in  the  days  of  St.  Clement — it  is  distinctly  the  Roman 
Church,  rather  than  its  chief  pastors  as  such,  that  stands  forth 
as  holding  the  **  precedency "  in  question  and  the  influence 
attaching  to  it.  But  doubtless  there  were  other  and  subordinate 
causes  contributing  to  the  same  result.  There  was  the  memory 
of  St.  Peter  and  St.  Paul,  as  having  taught  and  suffered  martyr- 
dom at  Home,  and  as  naturally  supposed  to  have  organized  the 
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Roman  Church  and  in  that  sense  "founded"  its  episcopate — a 
supposition  prior  to  that  which  in  the  third  century  assumed  that 
Peter  himself  had  been  Rome's  first  bishop.  There  was  the 
moral  claim  suggested  by  the  conspicuous  earnestness  and  far- 
reaching  bountifulness  of  the  well-to-do  Roman  Church-peopIe> 
by  the  good  lives  of  primitive  Roman  bishops,  and  by  the  Roman 
Church's  general  reputation,  if  not  for  theological  learning,  yet 
for  orthodoxy.  But  when  all  this  is  duly  allowed  for,  we  come 
back  to  the  same  point :  if  the  names  of  Peter  and  Paul  had  been 
similarly  connected  with  some  other  locality — if  the  church 
that  owed  so  much  to  them,  ami  that  had  so  many  merits  of  its 
own,  had  been  seated,  let  iis  say,  at  Athens  or  Thessalonica, 
or  even  at  Alexandria  or  at  Antioch — that  chm-ch  could  never 
have  stood  towards  other  churches  in  the  relation  which  made 
the  Roman  Church  what,  in  fact,  it  was,  long  before  it  asserted 
a  "  supremacy." 

But  now  for  the  second  port  of  the  canon.  The  wording 
is  here  specially  important.  "  And  so  that  the  metropolitans 
alone"  (as  distinct  from  the  ordinary  bishops)  "of  the  Pontic 
Asian,  and  Thiacian  '  dioceses,'  and  moreover  such  bishops  of 
those  dioceses  as  dwell  in  territories  inhabited  by  barbarians, 
should  be  ordained  by  the  holy  see  of  the  holy  church  of  Con- 
stantinople :  it  being  understood  that  each  metropolitan  of  those 
'dioceses,'  in  conjunction  "with  the  bishops  of  his  province,  is  to 
ordain  bishops  for  that  province,  accoi-diug  to  the  canons ;  but* 
as  has  been  said,  these  metropolitans  themselves  are  to  bo 
ordained  by  the  archbishop  of  Constantinople,  after  their  election 
has  been  unanimously  agreed  upon  and  reported  to  him."  First 
observe  the  ''and  so  that."  It  is  a  clever  and  unostentatious 
way  of  slurring  over  the  difference  between  an  honorary  pre- 
cedency and  a  patriarchal  jurisdiction,  of  gliding  smoothly  from 
one  to  the  other,  of  suggesting  that  what  is  now  to  be  enacted 
is,  after  all,  only  what  was  implied  in  the  previously  cited  canon 
of  Constantinople, — whereas  clearly  it  was  a  distinct  advaooe 
l^yond  it. 

So  much  for  the  canon  as  passed  on  October  31,  in  the  fifteenth 
session  of  the  CouncQ.  The  chief  episcopal  names  attached  to  it 
are  those  of  Anatolius,  Maximus,  Juvenal,  Cyriacus  metropolitan 
of  Heraclea  (as  represented  in  his  absence  by  another  bishojj),  the 
metropolitans  Diogenes  of  C3rzicus,  Florentius  of  Sardis,  Basil  of 
Seleucia,  Photius  of  Tyre,  Onesiphorus  of  Iconium,  Seleacus  of 
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Aiua^ia,  Stephen  of  Hierapolis,  Kiinecbius  of  Laodicen :  among 
the  ordinary  bishops  are  EuBobius  ofDorylfeum,  Sabioian  of  Perrha, 
and  Theodoret.  One  bishop  takes  upon  him  to  sig^u  for  four  absent 
bishops  as  well  as  in  his  own  person,  another  for  six,  another  for 
five,  another  even  for  twelve :  in  two  cases  a  presbyter  signs  as 
proxy  for  his  own  bishop. 

Next  day  the  commissioners  and  the  Eoman  legates  reappeared, 
and  the  sLxteentb  session  exhibited  a  dramatic  scene.  Pa^chtisinus 
addressed  the  commissioners,  to  the  effect  that,  on  the  preceding 
day,  after  he  and  his  colleagues  and  "  their  Excellencies  "  had  with- 
drawn, "some  proceedings  were  said  to  have  taken  place  which 
appealed  to  be  contrary  to  the  canons  and  to  discipline.'*  He 
requested  that  the  record  of  them  might  be  read.  "  If,"  said  the 
commissioners,  *'  any  acts  were  done  after  our  departm*e,  let  them 
be  read."  Aetius  interposed  witti  an  explanation.  The  question 
of  doctrine  had  been  properly  settled ;  but  it  was  usual  in  synods, 
after  the  main  business  had  been  put  into  due  form,  to  examine 
and  formulate  other  necessary  matters.  It  was  well  known 
beforehand  that  the  Church  of  Constantinople  had  some  business 
to  bring  foi-ward  for  settlement:  the  bishops  from  Rome  were 
asked  to  take  part,  but  declined :  *'  your  Mi^nificences,  on  being 
referred  to,  ordered  tlio  Council  to  consider  it."  The  bishops 
bad  accordingly  taken  it  up  as  a  matter  of  common  intei^est,  and 
desired  what  was  done  tu  be  done  :  and  here  it  is — "a  thing  done 
not  clandestinely  or  fraudulently,  but  regularly  and  in  due  order." 
The  canon  was  read :  Lucentius,  one  of  the  legates,  assuming  that  the 
signatures  had  been  obtained  by  coercion,  asserted  this,  of  which 
he  could  have  no  cognisance,  as  a  fact:  whereupon  the  bishops 
exclaimed,  "  No  one  was  coerced !  "  Lucentius  then  objected  that 
the  Nicene  canons  had  been  superseded,  in  this  new  resolution,  by 
those  of  "the  150,"  which  were  not  in  the  synodical  collection; 
and  he  added  a  dilemma  :  If  the  Constantinopolitans  during  some 
eighty  years  have  "  enjoyed  the  benefit "  which  the  proposed 
canons  would  secure,  "  what  do  they  want  now  ?  if  they  have 
never  enjoyed  it,  why  do  they  ask  for  it  ? "  This  dilemma 
sounded  pithy,  but  it  might  have  been  met  by  saying  that  it  was 
desirable  to  legalise  what  Iiad  been  enjoyed  without  synodical 
waiTatit :  Aetius,  however,  was  content  to  ask  what  instructions 
on  the  matter  in  hand  had  been  given  to  the  legates,  whereupon 
the  order  already  quoted  was  produced.  Tlie  commi.ssioners  then 
ordered  that  each  aide  should  bring  forward  the  canons  on  which 
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it  relied.    Paachasinus  then  read  the  sixth  Nicene  canon  in  the 
form  at  that  time  nuiTent  in  Italy  and  Sicily,  beginning,  "  The 
Ch\irch   of  Rome  has   always  had   the   first  place  (prtww[/i<m):  ^J 
therefore  let  Egypt  also  have  it "  {Lc.  Avithin  the  Egyptian  limits),  ^^ 
"  so  that  the  bishop  of  Alexandria  should  have  authority  over  all, 
since  this  is  also  customary  for  the  Roman  bishop ;  and  similarly 
let  him  who  is  appointed  (bishop)  in  Antioch  :  and  in  the  other  ^j 
provinces  let  the  churches  of  the  larger  cities  have  the  first  places  ^^ 
(primatus)"     He  also  read  the  seventh  Nicene  as  to  the  relation  ^1 
of  the  bishop  of  "  ^^]lia  "  to  the  metropolitan  of  Caesarea — which 
would  have  been  more  to  the  purpose  if  adduced  in  arrest  of  the 
concordat  between  Maximus  and  Juvenal. 

This  version  of  the  sixth  Nicene  canon  is  not  supported  either 
by  the  Greek  text,  or  by  the  G-allic  and  African  Latin  versions,  or 
by  the  later  Roman  version  of  Dionyaius  Exiguus ;  but,  even  as 
it  stands,  it  says  nothing  about  a  imiversal  Roman  priviaius.  It 
uses  primattia  for  a  patrifirohal  or  quasi-patriarchal  jurisdiction.  At 
the  same  time,  the  first  sentence  reads  like  an  insertion  by  somen 
dependent  of  Rome,  who  did  not  see  that  the  primary  object  of  the 
canon  was  to  secure  the  authority  of  the  Alexandrian  see,  and 
that  the  Roman  was  only  mentioned  by  way  of  illustration  and 
precedent.  Another  curious  point  in  this  version  is  that  by  intro- 
ducing the  adjective  ampliarum  for  the  greater  cities,  it  favoured 
the  very  pretensions  which  the  delegates  had  been  instructed  to 
resist.  The  version  agrees  with  the  rendering  in  a  version  called 
"  Antiquisaima,"  which  is  foimd  in  a  ninth-century  manuscript 
Amtten  for  an  Italian  bishop  named  Ingilram,  and  it  is  probable 
enough  that  Paschasintis's  reading  was  ctirrent  in  Italy  and  Sicil; 
for  some  time  before  the  Council  of  Chalcedon ;  but  it  remains^ 
an  Italian-Sicilian  reading  still,  with  no  independent  authority. 

After  Paschasinus  had  finished,  Aetius,  according  to  the  prini 
editions  of  the  Conciliar  acts,  caused  an  imperial  secretary  to  vs&d 
the  sixth  Nicene  canon  from  the  Greek  text.     Some  Roman  con- 
troversialists question  this,  because  the  Nicene  canon  would  m 
serve   the   purpose   of  Constantinople.     But   they  forget  that  if 
Aetius   had   allowed  u  corrupt  rendering  of  that  canon   to  jxiss 
without  comment,  he  would    have  damaged    the    authority   of 
the   Greek  text,  of  which   his  church  was  the  careful   guardian, 
and  therewith   his   own   case  also.     He  followed  it  up  with 
first,  second,  and  third  canons  of  the  Council  of  381.    The  com* 
missiouers  then  caUed  upon  the  "  Asian  "  and  Pontic  bishops 


4 


XLIX.] 


The  Couftcil  of  Chalcedon, 


547 


flay  whether  they  had  signotl  the  new  cnuon  voluntarily  or  under 
any  constraint.  Tliirteen  of  them  spoke  in  turn.  "  Before  God, 
I  signed  freely."  "  I  was  not  constmined."  "  I  am  glad  Lo  bo 
under  the  see  of  Constantinople ;  it  seems  to  me  just."  "  Three 
of  my  predecessors  were  consecrated  by  tliis  see :  I  found  the 
custom  in  force  and  followed  it:  and  I  have  now  acted  freely." 
"  The  gloiy  of  the  Church  of  Constantinople  ia  oux  glory :  for  we 
too  share  in  the  honour  that  comes  from  it,  and  it  takes  upon  itself 
our  anxieties."  These  and  other  speakers  were  themselves  metro- 
pohtans.  Eusebius  of  Dorylaium  said  that  he  had  read  the  canon 
of  381  to  Leo  at  Rome  in  the  presence  of  Constantinopolitan 
clerics,  and  that  Leo  had  approved  of  it:  this  must  have  been  a 
mistake  on  the  part  of  the  very  impetuous  speaker.  But  some 
bishops  of  the  two  "  dioceses "  had  not  signed  the  new  canon  : 
they  were  asked  accordingly  to  say  what  they  thought.  Eusebius, 
the  metropolitan  of  Ancyra.  taking  care  to  say  that  he  spoke  only 
for  himself,  said  that  there  were  cases  in  which  his  predecessors 
had  consecrated  metropolitans :  he  himself,  in  one  case,  had  so 
acted  under  dii-ectiou  from  Coustautiuople  :  he  had  more  than  once 
said  that  he  had  no  personal  wish  to  consecrate  in  such  cases,  and 
he  repeated  it  now  :  all  that  he  really  cared  about  was  that  the 
practice  of  taking  fees  for  consecration  at  Constantinople  might  be 
abolished.  "  It  has  been  abolished,"  said  one  of  the  Constantino- 
politana,  **  both  by  lawfl  and  canons  "  Eusebius  rejoined,  "  Thanks 
to  God,  Anatolius's  reputation  is  excellent;  h%U  no  man  is  immortal,** 
"  Who  consecrated  you  ? "  asked  Anatolius.  "  Proclus,"  he  answered. 
The  primate  of  Cappadocian  Csesarea  only  said  that  they  would 
confer  with  Anatolius  and  arrange  the  matter. 

At  last  the  commissioners  gave  their  decision.  It  was  clear, 
they  said,  from  what  had  passed,  that  "  the  first  place  before  all 
others,  and  the  principal  honour"  {i.e.  the  absolute  preuedtjucy  in 
rank) "  must,  accoi-ding  to  the  canons,  be  preserved  to  the  archbishop 
of  Old  Rome;  but  that  the  archbishop  of  imperiiU  Constantinople, 
New  Rome,  ought  to  eujoy  the  same  privileges  of  honouTv  atui  full 
authority  to  couaecrattj  the  metropolitans  in  the  Asian,  Thracian, 
and  Pontic  *  dioceses/  in  the  following  manner :  The  clergy,  land* 
owners,  and  illustrious  men,  and  all  or  the  majority  of  the  bishops 
of  the  province,  shall  vote  and  choose  whom  they  think  worthy  to 
be  metrojjolitan,  and  report  accordingly  to  the  archbishop  of 
Constantinople ;  it  shall  then  be  in  his  discretion  either  to  send 
for  the  elect  and  consecrate  him,  or  to  permit  him  to  be  made 
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bishop  withiu  the  province  :  but  the  bishops  of  the  several  cities 
shall  be  consecrated  by  the  majority  of  the  comprovincial  bishops, 
the  metropolitans  possessing,  according  to  the  established  rule,  tlie 
coufirmaLory   authority^   ami    the    archbishop  of   Constantiiioplo  ^i 
taking  no  part  in  such  consecrations."  ^| 

One  sees  at  once  how  this  recension  was  proposed  as  an  ira-  ^^ 
provement  on  the  original  draft.  The  electoral  rights  of  the 
province  were  emphasised ;  a  hint  was  given  to  the  bishop  of 
Constantinople  that  it  might  oft<;n  he  desirable  tliat  metropolitans 
should  bt;  consecrated  within  theii"  provinces ;  and  a  special  cavtaX 
socnred  the  consecrations  of  ordinary  bishops  from  any  interfereuoa 
on  the  part  of  Constantinople.  The  commissioners  put  the  canon 
in  its  new  form  to  tlie  Council;  it  was  approved  by  acclamation. 
"  This  is  a  just  decision.  So  say  we  all.  This  pleases  us  alL  Let 
what  has  now  been  formulated  hold  good."  Then  came  entreatiea 
for  dismissal :  "  We  pray  you,  let  us  depart.  We  all  agree  in  the 
decision."  Lucentius  intervened:  "The  apostolic  see  ought  not 
to  be  humiliated  in  om-  presence :  we  therefore  request  yoor^^ 
Excellencies  that  whatever  was  done  yesterday,  in  oar  absence,  ta^^ 
the  pi*ejudice  of  the  canons,  may  be  cancelled ;  if  not,  let  our 
opposition  to  it  be  entered  on  the  minutes,  that  we  may  know 
wliat  to  report  to  the  apostolic  man,  the  pope  of  the  universal 
Church,  so  that  he  may  be  able  to  give  his  judgment  either  as  to 
the  injury  done  to  his  own  see  or  as  to  the  violation  of  the  canons.*' 
The  commissioners  ignored  this  demand,  and  simply  observed, 
"  Our  interlocutory  sentence  has  been  approved  by  the  whole 
synod." 

So  ended  the  last  session.     A  letter,  however,  was  sent  to 
in  the  name  of  the  Council,  wliich  combined  in  truly  Greek  fiishioa' 
fluent  obsequiousness  with  diplomatic /n««r     He  was  addressed 
as  "  head  "  and  "  president  of  the  synod,"  as  "  the  divinely  appointed 
guardian  of  the  Vine,"  as  "  having  (by  his  Tome)  originated  a 
benefit  to  the  Church : "  he  was  asked  to  "  confirm  "  what  had 
l)een  done  by  the  Council ;  and  it  was  presumed  that  his  l^ates' 
resistance  to  the  last  canon  must  have  been  due  to  their  wish  thftt 
this  advantage  to  Constantinople   should  proceed  from  his  own 
forethought.     This  was  a  little  too  strong  to  be  passed  off  on 
such  a  man  as  Leo ;  and  Anatolius,  in  a  personal  letter  wTiiteu 
soon  afterwards,  modified  it  l>y  saying,  *'  Your  legates,  not  knowi 
your  real  mind,  disturbed  the  synod,  and  grossly  insulted  my 
and  the  Church  of  Constantinople."     Marcian  wrote  still  m 
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plainly :  "  They  vehemently  endeavoured  to  prevent  the  synod 
from  enacting  anything  concerning  that  church/*  Leo  was  not  to 
be  propitiated.  His  legates  hnd  intimated  that  he  might  ground 
the  refusal  of  bis  assent  either  on  wTong  done  to  his  own  see  or 
on  the  iufiingeinent  of  Nioene  law.  HtJ  was  prudent  enough,  in 
dealing  with  Easterns,  to  choose  the  latter  coiu^e.  His  real 
grievance,  doubtless,  consisted  iu  the  reason  given  by  the  canon  for 
the  precedency  "awariled  by  tho  Fathers  "  to  his  own  see,  and  in  the 
accession  of  dignity  and  power  which  might  make  that  of  Con- 
atantinople  a  dangerous  rival.  But  in  the  letters  in  which  he 
attacks  the  canon,  although  he  is  copious  enough  in  the  use  of 
such  terms  as  "ambition"  and  ''presumption,"  "  self-oxaltation  " 
and  *'  intemperate  cupidity/'  to  an  extent  which  recalls  the  proverb 
about  glass  houses — and  although  in  reckless  fashion  he  assumes 
that,  all  disclaimers  notwithstanding,  the  bishops'  assent  had 
practically  been  forced — still  he  fights  behind  the  breastwork  of 
zeal  for  Nicene  authority,  and  takes  up  the  utterly  untenable 
ground  that  all  the  decisions  of  the  First  Council  were  alike  divine 
and  inviolable,  so  that  no  change  of  circumstances  could,  to  the 
end  of  time,  warrant  the  slightest  alteration  of  even  its  external 
and  disciplinary  an-mgements.  His  persistency  at  la^t  prevailed, 
first  with  Marcian  and  then,  through  Marcian,  with  Anatolius.  The 
latter  had  the  meanness  to  throw  the  responsibility  for  the 
obnoxious  canon  on  his  own  clerics ;  and  Leo,  who  of  course  saw 
through  this  paltry  excuse,  answered  in  effect,  *'  If  you  i*egi*et  it, 
well  and  good :  let  us  be  friends/'  But  although  a  sort  of  recon- 
ciliation was  thus,  after  some  three  years,  patched  up,  and  Greek 
collectors  of  canons  omitted  the  one  on  which  Constantinople  for 
a  time  had  ceased  to  insist,  still  the  Pope*s  success  was  rather 
formal  than  real :  as  Liberatus  said  about  5f>0,  "  What  the  synod 
eatabllshed  still  remains  by  the  support  of  the  Emperor :  '*  the  see 
of  Constantinople  retained  not  only  the  precedency  assigned  to 
it  in  381,  but  the  patriarchal  jurisdiction  created  for  it  in  451 : 
and  the  Council  "  in  Trullo,"  although  without  the  assent  of  Rome, 
renfBrmed  both  the  canons  in  question. 

To  us  the  Fourth  Council  is  chiefly  interesting  as  having  fixed 
the  lines  of  catholic  thoxight  and  teaching  on  the  great  Christo- 
logical  question  which  Lad  so  long  occupied  the  mind  of  the  Church. 
Doubtless  it  did  not  command  universal  acquiescence.  Eg)T>^ 
passionately  rejected  its  doctrinal  affirmations  as  antagonistic,  in 
the  Monophysite  view,  to  those  of  Epheaus.     The  orthodox  prelate 
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who  was  placed  in  the  vacated  chaii*  of  Dioscorus  was  harassed  by 
fierce  hostility,  and  ultimately  died  a  martyr's  death :  the  adherents 
of  Chaleodou  were  called  "  Kingsmen  "  in  Egjrpt,  and  "  Synodites  " 
by  the  Monophysites  of  Syria :  the  political  necessity,  as  it  seemed, 
of  conciliating  these  malcontent  forces  misled  Justinian  into  the 
senseless  policy  of  procuring  a  post-mortem  condemnation,  not  only 
of  Theodore,  but  of  Theodoret's  anti-Cyrilline  \mtings  and  of  Ibas's 
letter  to  Maris  :  and  in  the  noxt  century  one  of  his  successors  was 
persuaded  to  think  that  the  maintainers  of  "  one  nature  "  (Mono- 
physites) might  be  reunited  to  the  recognised  Church,  and  religious 
unity  secured  in  perilous  times  for  his  empire,  by  the  assertion  of 
"one  >vill"  in  the  Christ^thus  precipitating  a  controversy  which 
was  closed  in  €80  by  the  pronouncements  of  that  Sixth  (Ecumenical 
Council,  which,  by  affirming  two  concordant  "  wills  and  activities  " 
in  the  single  person  of  the  Saviour,  carried  on  and  completed  the 
work  of  the  Fourth.  The  Definition  has  been  criticised  as  not 
explaining  futw  the  unity  of  i_>erson  and  the  duality  of  natures  can 
coexist  as  elements  in  the  Incaniation  of  our  Lord.  Perhaps  a 
theological  fonuula  is  none  the  worse  for  exhibiting  somewhat  of 
that  modest  self-restraint  la  whicli  theologians  have  sometimes 
been  found  wantuig.  There  aii3  many  points  as  to  which  we  have 
no  warrant  for  asking  "  how/*  still  less  for  attempting  an  answer. 
And  if  it  is  thought  that  the  necessary  unity  of  the  Incarnate  Christ 
is  obscured  by  supposing  Him,  in  the  terms  of  the  Definition,  to  exist 
"La"  two  distinct  spheres  of  life  and  action,  "inseparable"  yete 
"  unconfused,"  and  that  it  needs  to  l)e  safeguarded  by  the  idea  of  a- 
Htcial  **  communication  of  properties  "  between  the  two  Datures^ 
such  as  would  practically  mould  them  into  one  or  fuse  one  in  the 
other,  this  is  the  old  Monophysit-e  objection,  although  it  may  be 
urged  in  supptirt  of  what  amounts  to  a  Monophysitism  inverted, 
according  to  which  it  is  not  the  Manhood  which  gives  way.  wholly 
or  partially,  to  the  Godhead,  but  the  Godhead  which  gives  way  to 
the  Manhood  by  the  temporary'  abandonment  of  ceitain  30-call< 
divine  "attributes" — which  in  truth  are  plural  only  in 
"  economic  *'  sense,  as  modes  of  representing,  in  human  thought 
and  speech,  so  many  aspects  of  that  indivisible  perfection  which 
makes  up  the  divine  essence,  and  is  God.  After  all,  if  Christ  is 
believed  in  as  One,  yet  as  both  tiadyGod  and  truly  Man — however 
little  we  can  comprehend  the  relation  thus  created — that  belief  ia 
all  that  the  Chalceflonian  teiminology  implies :  to  hold  it  is  to 
at  one  with  the  Fourth  Council. 
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Maximum,  4G2.  463;  Valenttiuan,  462: 
473-^75,  536  ;  hymns.  492,  ii.  288,  »56;' 
against  Auxentiuii,  495;  Theodosina,  504. 
508,509,  516-519,  ii.  292;  discoone  after 
death  of  Thood06iu5.^i.  1.  2;  the  repiv^ 
sentative  prelate  of  his  time,  4 ;  iatcr- 
ceding  for  criminals,  U,  IS;  cloac  of 
episcopate,  13-16:  lettfrrtoVorcellK,  14; 
Rtyle  as  commentator.  16;  on  mhiiflterial 
duties,  16:  commentary  on  Psalms,  17: 
death  of,  17;  estimate  of ,  1 8 :  19,26,43; 
caseof  Gcrontius,  45:  124,246;  against 
ApoUinarianism,  *J60;  411 ;  citisd  aa  an 
uuthoritT,  176,  223,  322,  348.  389,  AM 

Amida,  270  ;  ii.  245 

Amiens.  394,  399 ;  ii.  2(» 

Ammianus  Marcellinu«,  163.  191,  281,  303, 
807,  810,  317,  318,  339,  340,  348, 
356,  361-363,  395.  472,  529 ;  U.  90 

Ammon.  an  Arum,  168 

Aminoniu£,  bearer  of  a  letter  from 
62 

,  bishop  of  Fisidian  Laodicea,  ii.  78 

,  an  Kgrptian  monk,  one  of  the  Ti 

Brotheis.  109  ;  ii.  55.  56,  iH.  72 

^^  Thaniuasios,  a  \itrian  monk,  ix.  194 

.  a  pagan  priest.  531 

Amon,  Egyptian  heruut.  243 

Ampelins.  confessor  in  Africa.  13 

Amphilochius,  bisb<^  of  Iconaum,  :^1,  4! 
440.  455,  45'.»,  542 ;  ii.  25^,  :^22 
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Amphion,  bishop  of  Nicomedia,  120 

church  at,  125:   139,  140:   Antiochene             ^| 

Anftoiu,  priest  in  Persia,  204 

MTbisni.  1 40.  324,  404, 424,  427-429.  460,              ^H 

Anaplaa,  near  Constantinople,  ii.  74 

525;    palace  of   Constantius,    180;    St.              ^H 

Anastiisia,  baths  at   Constantinople,  350  ; 

Athonosius  at.  197;  cooncil  in  year  358              ^^| 

house  and  chorch  at  Constantinople,  410- 

...258;  trial  of  Eunomius  at,  2i38:  new             ^H 

412:  ii.ey 

city.  298;    temple  site  at,   309;  Julian              ^H 

Anastasius,  bishop  of  Nic«a,  ii.  539 

and.  317  :  320, 874, 404  :  Theodosios  and.              ^H 

I.,  pope.   ii.  26,  39,  54,  55,  82,  107, 

504-507;  description  of,  504  ;  schism,  ii.              ^H 

100,118,  161,162 

39,  106.  24]  ;  under  bishop  Porphyrins,              ^^| 

.  priest  and  friend  of  Nestorius,  iL  262, 

ii.  93 :  diCTereuce  with  Home,  145 :  and              ^^| 

275.  2g0,  300 

Cvprus,  62,  33 1 ,  332  ;  birthplo«  of  Thoo-               ^H 

Anatoliufl,  bishop  of  Constantinople,  ii.  495, 

doret.  242;  fourth  canon  of,  348;  and              ^H 

498,  SOU,  505,  506,  512.  518,  622,  624. 

.TeruiuLlem,  5:H;  536                                                ^H 

528,  52D.  536.  53!t,  544.  547.  548 

Antioch,  in  Syria,  bishops  of  (see  also  under             ^^^k 

— ,  bishop  of  Loodicea,  101,  102;  ii.|9 

each  name):  Vitolis.  bishop  before  314              ^^| 

.  patririiR  and  friend  of  Tbeodoret,  ii. 

...34;  PbUogonina.  before  381... (;8:  Eu-              ^H 

4:i8,  500 

sUthins   before  325... 78   [Eustathiiuis  :              ^H 

AuannJa,  near  Trent,  ii.  23 

Paulinua,  362...32[>:    Evagrius.  c.  389-              ^H 

Anaiwrbus,  65,  250  ;  ii.  241,  3*^5.  377 

393. .  .52.V'>27]  ;    Faolmns  ?    330. . .  14 1  :              ^H 

Jnooraftu  uf  Epiphonius.  434  ;  ii.  64 
Ancvra,  oiuncil  of,  :t4-37.  76;  Ariau  out- 

Eulalius,  330.. .141;   Enphronius,  381...              ^^| 

141  ;  Flacillus.  c,  333.. .14t ;  Stephen,  c.              ^H 

rui^es,  176, 18J  ;  Photinus  bom  at,  1'j3: 

342...181  :     Leontius,    344...1<J2  ;    Ed-             ^H 

conncD   in   year  358... 259;  Voleos    at. 

doxiiui,  357...2.'»7  [Aniouus,  859...274J:              ^H 

371;    Anon   meeting  at,  378;  ii.    102, 

Meletius,   360.. .21*0    [Arions  :    Enzoius,              ^H 

319,  354.     See  Basil,  Marcellus 

S61...29:{ ;  Dorutheus.  before  380..  .404]  ;               ^H 

Andrew,  bishop  of  Saraosato,  ii.  244,  308, 

Flavian,  381... 4*..^8:  ?ori>h>TmH,  404...ii.              ^H 

309.  355,  869,  .S64,  366.  376-378 

1^3:  Alexander,  413... ii.  liMJ;  Theudotus,              ^H 

~.  a  deacon  of  Constantinople,  ii.  448, 

c.  420.. .ii.   241;    John.    428. ..ii.    287;              ^H 

451.  468 

Doninus  IL,  441. ..ii.  422;  Moximus,  191              ^H 

,  St..  47G:  ii.  1*>7 

...ii.  492                                                                    ^H 

Andrewca,  bishop,  ii.  533 

Antiochus.  bishop  of  Ptolemois.  ii.  49, 65. 66,             ^H 

Andronicus,  governor  of  Berenice,  ii.  143, 

68, 76. 78.  79                                                     ^1 

144 

■ ,  a  mesBcnger  from  Nestorius,  ii.  285                  ^H 

Anemias,  bishop  of  Sirmiuin.  442,  454 

— ~-.  nephew  of  Eiisebius  of  Samosata,  378              ^H 

Anganim  (Sanpamin)  in  Bithynia,  521 

.  a  prefect,  ii .  354                                                 ^H 

III.,  the  Great,  293.  504                                     ^H 

Anglo-Saxon  canons,  535 

Angooleme,  ducheas  of,  ii.  236 

IV..  Kpiphanej<.  504                                            ^H 

Autiphon  for  St.  Augustine's  eve^  ii.  307                   ^H 

Anionus.  serai- Arian  bishop  of  Antioch,274 

Aniretus,  pope,  100 

Anbphonal  chanting,  198                                               ^H 

Anicia  Proba.  Roman  lady,  :J6J 

Anllqaity,  appeal  to.    Set  under  Fathers                  ^H 

Anician  house,  of  Koine,  :;95,  :^61,  471 ;  ii. 

AntoDiuus,  bisbop  of  Ephesus,  ii.  43-46,  83  ^H 
Antonius,  bishop  of  Chirsostom's  partj,  ii.             ^H 

177,  178 

Anna,  124 

102                                                                             ^H 

Annionus,  bishop  of  Alexandria,  55 

Antonr,  St..  TO,  117,  131.  132;  lettem  to              ^H 

Anomoeon    Arionism,  250,  27S,  281,  286, 

Constantine.  161 ;  169 ;  letters  to  Gregory              ^H 

293,  367,  521  ;  ii.  30 

of  Alexandria,  171  ;  death,  243  ;    saring              ^H 

Anselm,  St.,  ii.  18 

to  blind  Didyinns.  338 ;  498                                   ^H 

Antoraduft.  ii.  491 

,  biKhop  of  Fussida.  ii.  251,  252                           ^H 

Anthedon.  :M)8 

,  Neetorian  priest  of  Cont^Untlnople,             ^H 

Anthemius,  pnetorian  prefect,  ii.  140.  21(6 

ii.  330                                                                        ^H 

Anthimus,  bishop  of  Xicomedia  and  inartTf, 

Antrim,  ii.  416                                                         ^^| 

63 

Anulinus,   proconsul  of  Africa,  8,  19 :    ii.              ^^| 

,  bishop  of  Trona,  390 ;  ii.  528 

151                                                                             ^1 

Anthropomorphites,  542 ;  ii.  50-53,  62 

Anyiius.  bishop  of  Th«waIonica,  526;  ii.            ^^H 

.iA/idofu,  ii.  474 

96.  101                                                               .^^^1 

Antigonua,  76 

Apomeo,  in  Syria.  405.  529 :  ii.  242, 505           ^^^1 

Antinocu,  in  the  Tbebaid,  875 

in  Bithynia,  ii.  67.  96                                 ^^^^H 

Antioch,  in  Caria,  360 

Apboca.  in  Mount  Lebanon,  125                                ^^| 

,  in  Syria,  permeation  at,  10  ;  Geone, 

presbyter  of,  65,  104  ;  poGsenions  of  St 
Peter's,  Rome,  at,  1S7 ;  the   Dedication 

Aphraates,  a  visitor  1o  St.  Chrritofitom.  ii.              ^H 

^1 

.  a  monk,  at  Antioch,  375                                   ^^| 

Coancil,  172;  cooncil  in  Tear  269.. .91 ; 

Aphrodite,  temple  at  Jenualero.  120 ;  at      ^^^H 

in  the  fdxth   Nicene  Canon,    104,  107; 

^^^H 
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Apiarius,  priest  of  Sieca.  a.  248-2o3 
ApiSt  i)29 

Apo^rinarii,  ii.  27^1.  280,  4.56 
Apocrrphft.  Ihe.  ii.  2U,  IHtt 
Apwrvphal  writmgs,  li.  123,  127,  207 
ApiiUi'nariiiiii.'ira,  *i4.  S26,  :t27, 4H4. 447-449, 
451,  r>20  ;  ii.  162. 1G4. 255.  259.  299,  356. 
861,  »62,  384,  385,  392, 398,  526 :  falsifi- 
cation of  texts.  448.  455.  ii.  374,  :r75. 
382,  4G3 
A|)olliaaris,  bishop  of  Laodirca,  nnd  hia 
father,  115,  198,  314.  326,  H27.38n,  387, 
424,  447-149.  52u  ;  ii.  382.  460,  481 
■  Sidonius,  bishop  of  CUrmont,  U.  26 

Apollo.  50,  318,  319 
Apollos,  ii.  67 
Apology  of  Rtitiaas,  ii.  54 
Apu6t«t«8,  excluded   from  cvinmuaioD    iiD 
siefaness,   29 ;   classified  at   Anrrni,  S5. 
8«e  Julian 
Apostles  is  the  Jewish  orf^anization,  ii.  192 
Apostles*  Creed,  old  Roman  funnof,  176 :  iL 

Xti,  476,  8«€  also  Creeds 
Apostolical  Bucoessioo,  ii.  327 
Apotactitc.  524 

Appinianus,  duke  in  Mesopotamia,  ii,  355 
Apriagius,  bishop  of  Chalos,  ii.  344 

,  proconsul  of  Africa,  ii.  155 

Apromanus,  counsel  for  Felix  of  Aptuaga, 

28 
•^— ,  prefect  at  Rome,  311 
Aptunsa  (Autumna),  17,  23,  24 
Aqae  Salvia  (Tn*  Funtano),  127 
Aquileia,  27.  47.  195.  S82,  397;  Council, 
441,442;  .108,  537.  .5:18  ;  ii.  119.221,419 
AqmliDUs,  bi»hop  of  Byblos,  ii.  490 
Aquitanla,  ii.  12.~> 
Arabia,  represented  at  Nicina.  78;  215, 304, 

428.  460 
Arabtasttf,  a  forlrees,  ii.  100,  101.  104.  144 
Arbitntion,  before  a  hi«hup,  ii.  11 
Arbogast,  maxter  of  the  soldiery.  536,  537 
Arcadia,  sister  of  Theodosios  II.,  ii.  282.  382 
ArcadiuB.  bisfaop  and  papal  representatire 
at  Ephesw.  11.311,327 

.  sun  of  Tbeodosiu.s  459.  534;   ii.   1, 

3  :  appointmeut  of  St.  Cbrrsostom,  28, 
29  :  87  ;  law  against  heretics,  3. 38, 191  ; 
visited  ahhnes,  89  :  kindlT  but  weak,  42  ; 
terms  with  Goths ,  42,  43 :  47,  60,  65, 
72,  73,  75;  abstained  from  commnnion 
with  St  Chrrsoatom,  78:  92,  98,  118, 
140  ;  and  the  Jews,  191,  192  :  bis  forum, 
.S34:  515,  5.S3 

,  Spanish  martyr  under  Gaiseric,  ii.  404 

Arcapb.     See  John  Arcapti 

Archdeacon,  17.78,118.511:  ii.  37,67. 190, 

288,  808,  329,  372.  419.  428.  433,  514 
Arebelau.  a  consular  at  Tyre,  148 

,  son  of  Henxl  the  Great,  481 

,  a  bishop  at  Ephrsu-i  iu  431. ..ii.  329 

Archidamos,  papal  represeutative  at  Sardica, 
181 


ilreftor«fet,  imperial  delegates  at  Cbalo«doiLf 
U.515 

Arculf,  Gallic  bishop  and  pilgrim,  121,  122 

Ares,  507 

Arethusa,  iu  Syria,  141.  179.  219,  308 

Argyll,  Duke  of,  u.  418 

Arianism,  opposed  by  Marcellus  of  Ancyn, 
84;  bcginninga  of.  chap.  v.  p.  S3: 
tyranny  of,  56 ;  rationalism  ot,  58 ;  onginal 
etements.  58;  first  and  seeood  bnd- 
marks,  61 ;  letter  of  Anns  to  Alexander. 
63 ;  system  contradictory,  64  ;  letter  of 
Eusebios  of  Nicomedia  to  Paulinus  of 
Tyre,  65 ;  "  creature  "  used  of  the  Son  ol 
God,  65;  encyclical  of  Alexander.  67; 
texts  against,  67 ;  use  of  hypostaaia,  68 ; 
Constantinc's  tirs^t  step,  68;  the  qiui- 
tion  vital,  70,  92  ;  attraction  and  tenacity 
of,  71 :  seven  maiu  arguments  stated  and 
auswereil.  72,  73  :  issues,  73,  74  ;  number 
of  bishops  at  Nicaa,  80;  evaoioafl  and 
quibbles,  86 ;  disiugenuity,  87 ;  Arians 
summoned  by  Constantine,  119  ;  crypto- 
Arianism.  186;  unscrupnlousnea,  140; 
second  Arian  Creed,  143 ;  an  Axian 
episcopate.  Iti8:  ferocitv,  170;  Semi- 
Arianism,  175,  247  ;  Gloria  Patri,  197  r 
second  Arian  persecution.  215 ;  conspiraej 
against  Euphratett  uf  Cxjlogne,  216;  asso- 
ciatedwithpersecntion,232  ;  variatioRS of, 
246 ;  Ac&ciau  (Uomcean)  Arianism,  249, 
342;  ultra- Arianism  (AnomcsanX  290; 
its  craft.  272;  ito  last  Creed,  893;  mu- 
Ahan  meetings  in  year  366.. .357 :  linger- 
ing in  Tillages,  ii.  242;  in  decay  at 
Constantinople,  li.  255,  299 

ArianzuB.  in  >Uia  Minor.  447 

Ariuiiuuui,  175 ;  council  in  yt%x  S58, 
264 ;  anathemas  at,  269  :  results  of,  283 : 
caseof  aub«:ribm^bishgps.324;  its  creed 
anathematized  by  semi-Arians,  358 ;  488 ; 
ii.  186.  492 

Ahstaces  (Arisdogbes).  bishop  from  Grent«r 
Armenia,  79,  112 

Aristolaus,  tribune  aud  notary,  ii.  361.  S6S, 
372.  373.  388.  389 

Aristotle,  use  of  onsia,  90  ;  admired  by 
Julian,  295  ;  .V21 :  ii.  16,  413,  490 

Arius,  supported  Meletius,  54 ;  deacon  and 
priest,  55;  aimed  at  episeopate.  55; 
descriptiuu  of,  56,  113;  optniona,  60:  ia 
Palc<>tine,  61 ;  letter  to  Eusebius  off  Kico- 
medio.  62 ;  at  Nicomedia,  63 ;  lett«r  to 
Alexander.  63 ;  Thalia,  64.  91, 139.  409; 
at  Niciea,  85 ; ''  P<jrphyrians,"  1 13  :  recall, 
186,  197,  143;  recognised  at  Jensnlea, 
158:  death.  158-160;  eallod  the  Boa 
Ghxl's  perfect  creature,  276 ;  his  diali 
skill,  ii.  166 

,  ou  adherent  of  the  heresiarch.  61 

ArlM.  council  in  year  .H14.,.25.  27.  :^1.76.. 
206 ;  town  described.  26 ;  foundation  otJ 
the  church,  27 ;  hiflhoi>  at  Sardica.  181  n 
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cotmcil  in  rear  308... 2S£;  priTilegea  of 
the  see.  ii.*124,  151,  185,  210,  247,  4IU. 
420.  Sm  &1so  UDdor  bishops  \taruius. 
Saturninus  Hero^.  Patroclas,  Houorfttus, 

RilOTT 

Anuagh,  ti.  41^ 

AnneniA,  79.  il2,  llfl,  193,  2S:i.  263,290, 

3l:^.375;  ii.  89,  390.  393 
Annenttthus,  bL'ihop  of  Enibmn,  ii.  42(1 
Anninius,  BritUh  cleric  Rt  Aries,  28 
ArsAcius.  intnidod  bishop  of  lx)JutUntinople, 

ii.  87.  93»  04.  ilO 
Ai«enia5,  Meletiaa  bishop  in  the  Tbeb&id. 

147,  150.  167.  200.  244 
.  tutor  oF  Arcadius  and  Honoriua,  540  ; 

ii.  2,  66,  144,  215 
Arsiaue.  ii.  22 

Art.  ChriRtian.  in  Rome,  361,  476 
Artebiuii,  304 
Arteiniuit,  310 
Artemoa  (Artwnas).  58.  68 
Article,  thi)  sixth   Anglican,   ii.    130;  the 

twentv-tint,  ii.  515 
Articles,'  the  Twelve.     Sens  Cyril  of  Alex- 
andria 
Artotvrit*.  524 
Ascal'oD,  62.  308 

ABCanian  J&ke,  near  Nictua,  76.  84 
AaceoKioa  Dar,  iL  238,  246 
Aaceticistn,   m   Ancynm    canuns,  .% ;     in 

NoocKflarean    canons,  38 :     St.   Martin, 

399.  400 
Awholius(Acho!iufl),biflhopof  ThMsalonica, 

407,414.4U,  425.  451,454 
Ascits  (Ascodrogitce),  524 
Asclepos,  bishop  of  Oazo,  62, 141, 177, 181- 

185,  188 
Asclcpius,  coDfossor  under  Valoos,  378 
Asctiltim.  ii.  508,  510 
Asella.  a  Roman  ladv.  477 
A«htaroth  (Astarte),'  ii.  248,  405 
Asiatic  Churchmen,  baraAscd  by  Liciaius.  4 ; 

held  Neocwsarea  illustriuus,  37;   Saster 

observance,  100 
Asiaarian  gate  at  Rome,  21 
Aspar,  genera],  ii.  504 
Asphalios,  aa  Arian  priest  of  Antiuch,  260 
Assvria,  poasessious  of  St.  Peter's,  Rome,  in, 

127 
Asterius,  an  Ari&n  sophist,  86,  156, 175 

,  a  bishop  at  Sardica,  182 

— ^,  an  Arian  bishop,  274 

.  a  presbyter  of  Constantinople,  ii.  451, 

4()9 
Aiylum.  privilege  of,  ii.  II,  41,  42 
Atiirbiu<i,  bishop  of  Neoceesarea,  388 
Ataulph,  the  Goth.  ii.  13» 
Aterbius,  anti-Origenist,  541 ;  ii.  49 
Athanaric.  the  Qotb,  503 
Athanasius,  St..  Dc  Ineamutione,  11 :  on 

Meletian  schism,  53.  55  :  un  persecution 

of  bishops  by  Arians,  56 ;  opening  of  his 

career,  56  ;  use  of  lugic  against  Ariaaism, 


64;  supported  Alexander,  66;  his  loyalty 
to  the  Redeemer,  67 ;  on  number  of 
Niccne  bishops.  77 ;  at  Nicca,  78,  94 ;  on 
Leontius  of  CKsarea,  79  ;  on  Greek  terms, 
92;  festal  letters,  114,  UU;  absent  when 
Alexander  died,  115 ;  date  of  his  episco- 
pate, 116;  Egyptian  encyclical  upon  his 
election,  117;  lightly  adopted  two  impu- 
tations, 119 :  coaventuai  community, 
131 :  visited  Thebaid.  135 :  first  troubles, 
chap.  ix.  p.  136;  Hooker  on,  142; 
Ncimian  on.  142 ;  practical.  142 ;  preach- 
ing, 142;  election  said  to  be  uregular, 
144 ;  civil  appeal.  144  ;  apology  against 
Arians.  144.  166,  167.  188,  22:^  ;  accused 
of  taxing  Kgypt,  assisting  a  rebel,  and 
breaking  a  chalice.  145;  the  hand  of 
Arsenios,  147 ;  summoned  to  Tyre.  149; 
accumulated  charges,  150 ;  Mareotis 
inquiry,  152;  before  Constantine,  152. 
153;  Ave  charges,  including  that  about 
comships,  154 ;  relation  to  Marcellus, 
157;  Hiatory  of  the  Arians.  158.  168, 
195;  on  death  of  Anus,  160;  restored 
byCiiDnstantine  IL,  164  ;  renewed  charges. 
165,  168;  eucvciical  on  Cfrcgorr,  168; 
visited  Kome,']e9.  170,  180;  his  auut, 
170;  account  of  second  Antiocheue  Creed. 
179;  at  Milan,  180;  at  Sardica.  181- 
185;  on  Constantino  and  Stephen,  198; 
at  Aquileia.  195;  return  in  rear  346.... 
196-199;  use  of  Gloria  Fatri,  198; 
position  in  year  355.. ..239;  in  church  of 
St.  Thconas,  240;  his  *•  flight,"  241; 
discourses  against  Arians,  244 ;  letters 
to  Serapion.  232-234,  245.  289  ;  defence 
concerning  flight  and  letter  to  monks, 
245 ;  French  biography  of.  245 ;  on 
semi-ArUius. 248 ;  on  the'"  dated  "Creed, 
267.  272:  probably  not  at  Scleucia,  271 ; 
agaiufit  Macedoniauism,  289;  on  l*rov. 
viii.  22...2ttl ;  accusation  of  conni\nn^  at 
murder  of  GL-orge,  310 ;  hated  by  Julian, 
321.  322  ;  baptized  pagan  ladies,  322;  a 
*'  little  cloud. '  322  ;  admired  by  Oibboo, 
323;  on  hypostisis  in  year  362.. .325; 
letter  to  Jovian,  344 ;  at  Anlioch.  346, 
347  ;  return  in  year  364..  .347  ;  fifth  exile, 
855;  letter  from  Damasus.  365;  letter 
to  Africans.  365  ;  death,  376  ;  on  BaaU, 
889;  u.  18,  56.  143,  193,224,  409.  42.5, 
517:  Crril  on  early  life  of,  272  ;  balanced 
theology.  219.  257':  TheotrKos,  257.  263, 
272 ;  Apollinarianism  and  Letter  to 
Bpictetus,  260,  ;«!,  366.  374,  375.  :«3, 
492 :  use  of  "  person  "  and  "  nature."  279. 
S82. 383, 46Z,  482 ;  cited  as  an  authority, 
272.  822.  :^66,  372,  375,  389,  447,  520, 
521 
AthauASius,  bishop  of  Anaxarbus,  65,  251 

.  bishop  of  Perrha,  ii,  422,  423.  429. 

490,  498,  539,  640 
,  a  deacon  of  Seleocia,  ii.  451 
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hidex. 


Athetuis  (Kudocial  wife  of  Theodosius  U., 
ii.  237.  283 

Athene  (Athena).  129,  507 

Athena,  79.  301,  314,  318  :  ii.  99 

Athyra.  a  Thrarittn  fortress,  li.  99 

Atlas,  Muunt,  ii.  304 

Attalufl,  an  Arian  priest,  442 

,  usunping  Emperor,  ii.  137 

Atticufl,aCAtlioIic  in  St  Jeroine^s  DioiomMs. 
ii.181 

,  binhop  of  ConstAntinople,  iu  i>9,  140, 

141,  191.  197.  204.  238.  244.  250,  268, 
277,  2U1.  357,  403,  409.  447 

.  archdeacon  of  Constantinople,  ii.  614. 

5m  under  Aetius 

Attila  the  Hun,  442  ;  ii.  137.234,  508 

Andiaus,  523 

AmdiloT^  among  Manicheaus,  oil,  513;  ii. 
132 

Angeutius,  au  African  ledile,  24 

Aagsbnrg,  11 

AagOBt-cum  at  Constantinople,  128.  129, 
222;  ii.40,  76,  87 

Angnstal  prefect  of  Egrpt,  104,  105,  532 

Augustine,  St.,  archbishop  of  Cantcrburr, 
27;  ii.  8.  31,116 

,  St^  bishop  of  Hippo,  on  Mensuriua  of 

Carthage,  16 :  Psafmus  contra  partem 
Donati,  17;  pun,  19;  quoting  Rheticius 
on  baptisiu,  21 ;  using  a  Canon  of  Aries, 
29:  on  appeal  of  Donatiirtn,  81  ;  on  sense 
of  Scripture,  87 ;  at  Milan,  180 ;  on  Sar- 
dican  council,  190;  on  ChriiitologT  of 
Donatus,  209;  on  recitation  of  Psalms 
240  :  on  Uosius,  254 ;  on  Julian,  21^7  ; 
on  Lnciferians,  380 ;  letter  to  Anicia 
Proba,  361 :  his  early  history,  492-494; 
conrereion,  498.  499 ;  early  works,  499  ; 
baptism,  500 ;  on  Maaicbeanism,  510 ;  at 
Hq»po  as  priest,  539;  ii.  4.  5;  Donatist 
controversy,  6;  as  preacher,  6,  7  ;  conse- 
crmtcd  bishop.  8,  9;  method  of  t)fe,*>-]3  ; 
On  the  Christian  conflict  13  ;  Two  books 
to  Simplicianufl,  18,  217;  at  Carthage 
in  397.. .20;  On  Christian  Doctrine,  and 
against  DonatiRin.  21  ;  iKter  to  Qlorius, 
21,  22  ;  oo  council  of  Sardica,  22 ;  works 
at  dose  of  fourth  century,  24  ;  the  Con- 
fosiona,  24,  25;  on  circus,  33;  inter- 
pretation of  Scripture,  52 ;  letter  to 
Theodonu,  110 :  controrersy  with  Petl- 
lian,  113;  on  coercion,  115,  116.  135; 
correipondcnre  with  St.  Jemme,  129;  his 
bordeos,  130-132  ;  di5cu.«ion  with  Felix, 
181 ;  On  the  nature  of  good,  132;  at  Car- 
thage. 133:  the  Citv  of  God.  138.  139. 
173;  the  I28th  Epistle.  148;  Council  in 
411. ..149-154;  theBrevicuIuscollationis, 
154;  on  Sermoo  on  the  Mount,  156; 
AngDfftiaiaiiism,  160,  227  ;  on  Pelagins, 
161 ;  ffive  what  Thon  commandeat,  163  : 
on  Calesttua,  165,  168 ;  letter  from  Pela- 
gtu,  166  ;  Dc  geatis  Pclagu,  167, 204 :  On 


deserts  of  sin,  169, 170 ;  On  the  spirit  and 
the  letter,  171 ;  letter  to  Honoratna.  172  ; 
On  faith  and  works,  174 ;  on  ricb«9  and 
swearing,  175;  On  nature  and  grace.  175, 
203  ;  his  conrtesT,  177  ;  letter  to  Juliana, 
178 ;  relations  with  Orosius,  179 ;  On  ori- 
gin of  soul,  180;  on  svnod  of  DiosDolis, 
189  ;  at  Milevuni,  201 ;  on  letter  of  Pray- 
lios,  807 ;  excuses  for  Zceimna,  209 :  at 
Carthage  in  418.. .215;  On  the  grac«  orf 
Christ,  On  original  sin,  216:  on  predes- 
tinarianism.  217;  his  sacramental  belief, 
219, 220  ;  On  marriage,  222 ;  on  the  two 
letters  uf  Pelagius,  223;  on  Joltan.  223  ; 
letter  to  Sixtus,  227  ;  On  grace  and  free- 
will, and  On  censure  and  grace,  228  :  On 
the  predestination  of  the  «aint«.  and  On 
the  gift  of  perseverance,  233:  letter  \m 
Boniface  I.,  249 :  hearing  of  PeUgian  de- 
feat in  BriUin,  234 :  daat  h  and  summary  of. 
304-307 ;  against  Leporius,  395  :  praised 
by  Celestine,  40! ;  sennon  On  the,limc8 
of  the  barbarians,  40S 

Augustus,  temple  of,  at  Ancyra,  34 

Aurdian,  einporor.  21 

Aurelius.  bishop  of  Carthage.  539  ;  ii.  4,  SO. 
24. 107.  lOK.  no,  133,  148. 166, 174.314, 
216,249.405 

,  Luciferian  bishop  at  Rome,  395 

SymmachuE.     m<p  under  Srmmachas 

Auaooins.  on  Aries,  26, 27  ;  on  'freves,  155; 
on  Carthage,  ii.  404 

Autun,  20,  481 ;  ii.  124 

Auxentius.  Arian  bishop  of  Milan,  233«23S, 
268,  350,  i^51,  365,  382.  3ir7,  399 

. II.,    Mcrcurinua,    Arian    bishop    of 

Milan,  488,  489,  497 

Auxerre,  ii.  234.  246,  420 

Auxoniufi,  proconsul  nf  Asia,  440 

Aventine  at  Rome.  I  GO  ;  ii.  137 

Avitianns,  bishop  of  Kouen,  27 

Avitns,  name  of^  two  friendi  of  OrOflUS,  Ii. 
179 

Axum  (Auxume),  216,  243 

Azadas,  a  Pemian  martvr,  205 


B 

Baal-propbcts,  ii.  491 

Bab-«1-Mandeb  StraiU,  215 

Babylos,  St.,  bishop  of  Antioch  and 
319,427;  1139 

Babylon,  il.  138.  192 

Bacariu.s  a  Georgian  prince,  131 

Bacchus,  199.309.529 

Bagai(Baga.Bagaia).211.53B;  h.ll7.IJ 

Bagdad,  ii.  2.S6 

Balsamon,  Greek  canonist,  439 

Balnae.  ii.  264.  271 

Bannavem  Tabemin.  ii.  415 

Baptism,  called  Enlightenment,  39;  S«al 
of  the  Lord,  'M^\  Initiation.  413;  cate- 
chetical instruction  in  the  Cl«ed,  236; 
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4S4,  484 ;  baptismal  confe^on,  87,  484, 
ii.  3H1  :  baptismal  fonnula,  i.  If^S,  28t>, 
iftCJ ;  administered  od  Kaster  Kve,  4"!^, 
48-1.  500.  ii.  71.  79,  81.  121,  2:W  ;  on 
WTiitsun  Eve,  i.  413;  rites  of,  421,  500; 
white  robos  at,  162,  4:^,  £00:  ii.  81; 
ministers  of,  ii.  121;  doctmie  of  infant 
baptism,  ii.  107,  169,  207,  212,  213,  221 ; 
salvatioii  of  uubaptizeil  iufauU,  ii.  1(7, 
174,  180,201;  of  the  unbaptized,  ii.  211, 
27G:  bapiifiiti  of  desire  and  of  bluod,  i. 
537;  baptism  deferred,  ;R»,  1(^2,  :t02,  nOll, 
:i»8.  Hil9.  415.421, 433.  ii.  HH.  WJ\  post- 
baptismal  fitn,  lOH,  ii.  122,  12ft,  and  sec 
Novutianism:  doubtful  baptism,  ii.  109; 
heretical  or  flchismatira-l  baptism.  21).  2  i:t. 

479.  ij.  ,5,  107,  tlO.  I.'il,  397  :  rebaptism 
ainong  Donatistfi,  2<J8,  39.J.  :^9(j,  540,  ii. 
22,  112,114, 117.  l:i5.  lAI  :  among  Euno- 
mians.  i.  281>,  457  ;  &i:t)ong  Iiuciferiaos, 
a^SI  ;  Tertulliau  on  baplism,  31) :  Cyprian, 
2'^  ii.  LiL  174,  H!t7 ;  Rbeticius  of  Antan, 
i.  2 1 ;  Bafiil,  :«t ;  Gregory,  Iti).  4li  I ;  Pacian, 
397;  Jovinian,  513.  514,  ii.  181;  Am- 
broso.  .TJG:  Chrysostom,  ii.  71.  221 ;  Au- 
gustine, ii.  113.  H>8.  IGO,  174,  180,  219: 
Pelagius,  ii.  164;.  207.  215;  Ccelestius,  ii. 
]b7-lti9,  201 :  Theodore,  ii.  200:  Julian 
of  Eclantun,  li.  221 

Baranina  (Banbbas),  a  Jow,  481 
Barasidefl  (Breaidas),  imperial  emissary,  355 
Borfaa,  Ama  bishop  of  Const&atinopte,  iu 

140 
Barbation,  ex-monk  of  Afilan,  ii.  14 
Barcelona,  181,  397 
Barking,  481 

Barnabas,  St..  ii.  332,  499 
Bar5uma<t.  monophv$ite  abbot,  ii.  471.  479, 

480.  482,  484,  488,  627 
Banicb,  ii.  67 

Ba&il,  binhop  of  Aiiiasea,  34,  4^^ 

,  a  bishop,  friend  of  Theodoret.  ii.  437 

.  bishop  of  Ancyra.  :^,  158,  181.  184, 

219.  248,  256,  258.  260,  2«7,  270,  274, 
278.280,341.369 

,  bishop  of  Ephesus,  ii.  538 

.  a  deacon  of  Constantinople,  ii.  239, 

368,  277;  another  (or  the  same?),  ii. 
391-393;  another,  ii.  495 

,  a  priest  and  martyr  at  Ancyru.  311 

^— ,  a  priest  of  Constantinople,  ii.  5U9 

,  a  priest  and  papal  representative  at 

Chalcedon,  ii.  508,  510,  511 

-"  -  the  Great,  bishop  of  Ceesorea,  on 
Gregory  of  Neocsesarea,  37;  condemned 
postponement  of  baptism,  39 ;  at  Athens, 
301 ;  at  CiBaarea,  356 ;  on  Damasus,  364  ; 
\\\&  episcopate,  366  ;  early  life.  868  ;  con- 
spicuous in  Asia  Minor,  369  ;  consecrated 
to  Ca;mrea,  370  ;  dirisionR  of  hift  ep:.sco- 
pate,  371  :  before  Modestuf,  372:  on  St. 
Atlianasius,  376 ;  on  Antiochos,  37&:  on 
Arinn  persecution,  379 ;  letters,  381,392; 


uQsacces.*<ful  in  everything,  385  ;  letter  to 
St.  Ambrose.  386 ;  on  Anttochene  schism, 
386,  387;  personal  aorrows,  388;  on 
Macedonianism  and  hypostasis.  380 ;  on 
partition  of  Cappadix:in.  390;  rupture 
with  St.  Gregory  Nazifuucn,  391  ;  book 
on  the  Holy  Spirit.  251,  391, 392  ;  death, 
393;  successor.  425;  ii.  15,  89,  260, 
528  ;  cited  as  au  authority.  263.  309,322. 
392.520,521 

Baiiil,  bishup  uf  Seli^ucia,  ii.  450,  451,  457. 
460,  467.  479,  482-484,  486-488,  491. 
492.  519,  520.  544 

Basilica,  origin  and  form  of,  126.  See  also 
Churches,  description  of 

Btullina,  mother  of  Julian,  295 

Basil  inopolis.  ii.  539 

Basiliscus,  St.,  martrr,  ii.  105,  106,  410 

Bassiau,  bishop  of  Ephesus.  ii.  5.^7.  538 

—  — ,  bbihup  uf  Lodi,  442 

Bassus.  prefect  at  Boute,  475 

,  a  bishop,  ii.  9 

Baucalifi,  at  Alexandria,  55,  113 

Bauto,  master  of  the  soldiery,  475 :  ii.  28 

Bede,  his  use  of  word  "  iiarish,"  SO  ;  on  the 
holy  places,  121 ;  ii.  31.  220,  414 

Belisarius,  ii.  304 

Belshaziar,  ii.  141 

Bema.  513 

Benedict  Biscop,  ii.  247 

,  St..  169 

Beaeventam,  ii.  98 

Benerolus,  secretary  of  state,  488 

Benjamin,  a  Feraian  deaoon  and  martyr,  iL 
245 

Benson,  archbishop,  27 ;  ii.  227,  512 

Berenice,  ii.  143 

Berkeley,  bishop.  299 

Bernard,  St.,  ii.  19 

Berrra  in  Syria,  138,  140,  290,  308  ;  ii.  241 

iu  Thrace,  235.  255,  261.  367 

Beronicianas,  bishop  of  Tvre,  ii.  389 

Bcrytus,  62,  309  ;  ii.  441.'443,  505,  536 

Be«angoa,  ii.  A'J.0 

Besulus  (Vesulas),  a  deacon  of  Carthage,  ii. 
318,  SIS 

Bethlehem,  123, 481,  541,542;  ii.  200.  230 

Bethshan,  ii.  59 

Beveridge,  bv.shop,  107 

Bigg,  l>r.  C,  93,  493  ;  ii.  50 

Bindler,  Mr.  T.  H.,  436 

Bingham,  465;  ii.  11.  12 

Biserrae  (Beziers),  near  Narbonne.  238 

Bishops,  cottsecration  of,  29. 174 

Bithynia,  65,  70,  76,  112,  356,  521  :  ii.  28, 
73.86,240,513 

Bliesilla,  Roman  lady,  478.  480 

Blatpkemia  of  Sinnium,  25:t.    8m  Creeds 

Blemmynas,  a  barbarous  tribe,  ii.  411 

Blunt,  J.  J.,  7 

Boethius,  361 

BoiiBier,  309 

Bologna.  11,  ,'J97,  442 ;  ii  134 


^m                                                      Index.                                        ^^H 

^^H            Bona,  a  port  in  Africa,  ii.  5 

Caesarea    in    Cappadocia,  biabops  of  («M        J 
also  under  each  name) :  Leontios,  Insoop^^H 

^^H            Boniface,  connt  of  Africa,  ii.  804.  S05 

^H            I.,  pope,  ii.  ai'2,  248-250. 252.  419 

before      825.. .7!^ ;       nonnosaiea..j95  :^H 

^^H            ,  a  priest  and  papal  repreeentatire  at 

Dianins     before    341. ..172:      En9ebiai,^H 

^^1                Chalcedon,  ii.  510.  511 

before  36S...:^i;:  Ba-iil,  370.. .370:  Hel-  ^M 

^^H             .  bishop  of  Carthage,  ii.  252 

^H            ,  St,  535 

ladius.    379.. .»:i'):     Pharetrius,     before  " 

404.. .ii.  90;  Firmus, before 431. ..ii.  301 ; 

^^H            Bonosiu.  bishop  of  Sardica.  526 :  ii.  145 
^^H            Borboriaus,  a  Gnostic  sect.  251 

Thalasslus,  439...ii.  HI 

C»sarea  in  Mauritania  (Algiers),  ii.  348 

^B            Bordeaux,  464,  465  ;  ii.  124 

C«sarca  in  PalMtine.  10;^.  199. 258 ;  iL  186, 

^H            Boepurus,  222  :  ii.  40.  74,  410.  5L5 

244,  332.  534.    8m  also  under   bishops 

^^H             Bostra  in  Arabia^  304,  300 

EnsebiuH,  Acacins,  Gelanos.  Eologiiu 

^^H            Botrufi,  a  priest  of  Carthage,  17 

Cwsarean  principles  of  Bomau  Empire,  75,..^J 

^^H            BoorboDfi.  ii.  2 

415,  517  ;  232,  48.'>;  ii.  471                         ^M 

^^1            Braga,  ii.  26 

Ciesariana  in  Africa,  ii.  117                           ^H 

^^H            firauiball,  archbishop,  ii.  332 

Cesarias.  bishop  of  Aries.  27  :  ii.  247            ^H 

^H            BreaMiplalt  of  St.  Patrick,  ii.  417 

,  imperial  commi£«ioner,  505-507            ^^M 

^H            Brescia,  23.  397,  442,  488,  538;  ii.  152 

,  a  phvsician.  brother  of  St  GrerorT,  ^n 

^^^1            Brerifirium,  a  sainmary  of  the  canous  of 

305                                                                        J 

^^^H                Uippu,  ii.  20 

Cains,  a  deacon,  Mhurent  uf  Arias,  61            ^^J 

^^H             BreriealuM  eollfUionit,  ii.  154 

,  priofit  and  writer  at  Bome,  127           ^^M 

^^M           d€  nomine  Aoacii,  ii.  489 

,  Arian  bishop,  268                           ^^^^B 

^^H            BrtvU,  an  inventory,  17 

Cakemen,  52 1                                          ^^^H 

^H            Brie,  481 

Calabria,  79  ;  u.  99                                 ^^^H 

^^H            Britto.  chaniberlain  of  Endnxia,  il  47,  73 

Calama  in  Numidia,  ii.  1.33,  134            ^^^H 

^^^1            Brituiu.  St.  Alban,  11;    bi5hop8  at  Aries, 

Calendar.     Sfe  Litnrgical                     ^^^^H 

^^^1                27,  28;   replied   to  Sardican  encvclical. 

Caliaris  in  Sardinia,  106,  226                 ^^^^H 

^H                180;  at  Ariiniuum,  268:  316.  :-.44.  4G0, 

Caligula,  164                                                ^H 

^^H                463 ;  pilgniiut  at  Bethlehem,  48 1 ;  ii.  1 45. 

Calligonus,  imperial  chamberlain,  488          ^^M 
C&lllniciu.  a  Meletian  bishop.  145,  150        ^H 

^B                234,  235,  240.  246.  :^S2 

^^m            Brito  (Britanniua),  bishup  of  Treves.  4G3 

,  a  citv  in  Osrhoene,  508                         ^^M 

^H           Broglie.  di\  1.').  i:i8.  163,  :^1,  496 

CaUistos,  Bt..  pope,  475                              ^H 

^^H            Browning,  Hubert,  ii.  259 

CalopodJos,  Eutychiaa  priest  of  ConatAnti-^^^ 

^H            Brrce,  Prof.  J.,  133 
^H            Boll,  bishop,  ii.  264 

nople.  ii.  513                                             ^^M 

^^H            Borj^andians,  388 

^H 

^H           Bnrr,  professor  J.  B.,  20 ;    ii.  3,  97,  62, 

Calpurnius,  deacon,  father  of  St.  Patndc^^l 

^B 

^^M 

^^1            But  ler,  bishop,  41 6 

CalvU,  in  Africa,  ii.  112                                 ^H 

^^m            Byblos,  ii.  490 

Calvin,  ii.  219                                                 ^H 

^H           Byrsa  (Boziah),  a  bill  at  Carthage.  iL  149 
^^H            Byzacena,  province  iu  Africa,  277;  ii.  20 

Calvinism,  li.  159.  226.  400                           ^H 

Calycadnns,  a  rirer  in  Cilicia,  266                 ^^M 

^^1            ByuDtinifim.  264 :  ii.  5.^ 

CamOlus,  Genoese  priest,  ii.  400                   ^H 

^H            Byzantinm,  79.  80,  81.  124.  128.  129,  159. 

CanctHh  ii.  515                                                ^H 

^H                439;  il  515 

Candes,  in  diocese  of  Tours,  U.  19                 ^^M 

Candidiau,    pagan    correrpondent    of    Ht^^| 

Gregory,  312                                            ^H 

^^^h 

,  count,     imperial    reprflseotelive    "^^^ 

Ephesus,  ii.  312,  317,  318, 825»ff2n,  386          1 

CanuK.  394                                                       ^d 

^^^^     Gtbamssi  (Cebannasa),  530 
^H            Cabaaa,  ii.  4S8 

Cannes,  ii.  247                                                 ^^| 

Canon,  standard  of  faith,  82                          ^^H 

^H            C«cilian,  bi»hnp  of  Carihage,  8,  17-23.  25, 
^H               27.  28.  31.  32  :  at  Nicaia.  80,  104:  206- 

of  New  Testament.  13                     ^^^H 

of  Scripture,  it.  20.  123,  241           ^^^H 

^H                208.  213  ;  ii.  21.  130.  151.  152,  249 

Canoiu  of  Eusebius,  477                          ^^^^H 

^^H             .  bishop  of  Spoletum,  226 

of  Aries,  28 ;  of  Aneyra.  35 :  of  Nm^^H 

^^^1            ,  provincial  governor  in  Africa,  ti.  117 

CMarea.  38  :  uf  Nicca,  102-1 10,  and  »m^M 

^^H            Cvlestis.  Carthaginian  goddeaa,  584 :  ii.  24, 

Nicene  canons ;  of  dedication  coancil  af^H 

^M 

Autioch,  173;  of  Sardica.  185  ;  of  Car^^H 

^^m           Cftlian  hill  at  Rome  21 

thage.  212;   of  Constantintiple,  437.  li^^H 

^H             Ckmt.  267 

545,  546;  of  African  councils,  ii.  20, 108-^H 

^B            Ovsarra  in  Ctpnadoria.  107.  141,  164.  296. 
^H               808, 311.  m.  856,  368,  301 ;  ii.  69.  94 

111.  132,  212,  214;  of  Pope  Innoc^t,  ti^H 

121;    of  Turin,    124:    Sardicao-I^iceB^^| 

Index, 
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cauuns,  248-2r)3  :  of  Ephesus,  332 ;  of 
Chalcedon,  5H3  ;  synodical  collection,  MS 

Canopiut,  531 

Cantcrburjf,  Cathedra!,  127;  St.  Mart.iii*8, 
398 

Capito.  hishop  in  Sicily,  79 

Cfrpitolinus,  governor  in  Thrace,  311 

Cappadociii,  67,  7H.  233,  288,  296,  859: 
pMtition  of,  S90:  ii.  53,  89 

Capreotus,  bishop  of  Oartluge,  ii.  313,  323, 
3!»5.  40r) 

Capua,  27,  192.  22:i.  526  ;  ii.  9 

Cardinal.  origiaaJ  iilcA  of  term,  55 

Caria.  360 

CojItIo,  on  Arinnifiin,  75 

Caroline,  que«n.  71,  108 

CanHtng,  monk  of  Constantinople,  ii.  512 

Cftrponee.  an  adherent  of  Anns.  61 

Carrhie  (Chame),  308.  534;  ii.  440,  441, 
490 

Cartt^rius,  Macedonian  bishop  of  Constanti- 
nuplo,  o21 :  ii.  239 

Curthage,  council  in  year  525... 104  ;  bishop 
at  Surdico,  181 :  Donatist  inquiry  at.  206; 
the  '*  first  *'  council  about  the  year  345... 
212;  St.  Aiif^tinc  at,  493 ;  cooacil  in 
256.. ,ti.  5;  bikbup  of,  consenting  to  con- 
secrate St.  Augustine,  8  ;  council  in  897... 
20;  heathen  temples  at,  24;  pagan 
demonstration  at,  133 ;  councils.  107, 108, 
111-113,  117.  201,  212  :  rx>nfereoce  with 
Donabsts,  WW :  letter  from  Aiticw.  205  ; 
taken  by  Gaiseric,  403,  404  ;  uuiral  state 
of,  406 

,    bishoiw    of    (see   also  under    each 

name):  Mensurius...I6 ;  Ctecilian,  311 
...17  [Donatists:  Majorinus,  311. ..19; 
Donatus  the  Great,  before  317.. .207, 
20a:  Pamif!nian...ii.  t;4 :  Primiaa,  be- 
fore 893. ..i.  .'39 :  Donatist  •ecenion, 
Maximian.  393...i.  539];  Gratoa,  before 
843.. .i.  2011  ;  Rcstitutus,  before  369... 
■H'S  :  Oen<?thlins,  before  390.. ..'>3!)  ; 
Aurelius,  892...5:t<i;  Caprculot,  before 
431.. .ii.  :ti:J:  Quodvultdeus,  before  489 
...ii.  405:  Deogratias,  before  469.. .ii. 
4U^:  Boniface,  before  525... li.  252 

Cassian.  John,  .MO  :  ii.  37. 96. 196,230, 281. 
«47,  288.  401.402 

CtBSiauu^,  Donatiat  bishop,  834 

Caasisidcum,  499 

C^ctabala,  357 

Ctstalian  fonnt.  319 

Caatellum  Lemelteiuc,  33,5 

Castor,  Gallic  bishop,  iL  231 
CiwtoriuR,  correspondent  of   Angnstine,    ii. 
Ill 

Cn^tulas,  Arian  priest  at  Milao,  485 
Catacombs,  475 

Catechetical  school  at  Alexandria.  338 
Catechameas.  claases  of,  39.  ir>2,  373;  St. 
Martin  ts  a  catechumen,  309  ;  Ii.  24,  230 
Cawafinita  esU  ii.  215 


Cftzenore,  Dr.,  257,  350,  401 

Cecropius,  bishop  of  Nicomedia,  264 

,  bishop  of  Sebftstopolis.  ii.  505,  521 

Celorina.  a  church  at  Carthage,  ii.  405 

Celesius  (Celestios'),  priest  of  Carthage.  17 

Celestiacus,  exile  frnm  Cartha^je,  ii.  407 

Celestine,  pope.  ii.  212.  213.  225,  234,  246, 
248.  5150-252 :  Nestorian  contrnversT, 
274 ;  276.  288 ;  action  iif^ainst  Nestorin's, 
289-292  ;  letters  at  Ephesus,  322.  327 ; 
332  :  on  appointment  of  Maximian,  356 : 
papiiliis&uTnptions,357,;  on  anxieties  about 
N€£tohauisiu,  358:  on  episcopal  Iransla- 
ttocu,386;  401,  414.  415,  41<f,  521 

CdiVaey  of  clergy,  100.  479;  ii.  25,  121, 
123, 141 

Cells,  the.  in  Egypt,  243,  540 

Celsuft,  315 

Celtic  Chrifitianity,  ii.  418 

'?*nsof.  147,  148 

Centuiiicellie.  233 

Cevlon.  ii.  2.'i6 

Chair  of  Peter,  ii.  500 

Chiereas,  count  of  Osrhoene,  ii.  444.471»  490 

ChKremon,  an  Alexandrian  at  C-onstanti- 
Dople,  ii.  274,  281 

1  in  Egyptian  abbot,  ii.  401 

Chahdoust.     See  Sadoth 

Chalcedon,  79,  80.  104:  ii.  47,  65.  207; 
oriental  deputation  at,  844;  council  in 
451. ..423,  428,  514,  516:  preliminary 
discussioiLS,  518;  its  *'actfi,*  inclnding 
those  of  two  previous  comicils,  519; 
partisan  violence  at,  526,  .^27 ;  first 
session,  515;  second,  521;  third.  522; 
fourth,  524;  fifth,  528;  sixth,  533; 
sercnth,  534:  eighth.  535:  ninth,  537; 
eleventh,  540 ;  thirteenth,  540 ;  four- 
teenth, 5.S9:  fifteenth,  544:  sixteenth, 
545  ;  committee  for  drawmg  up  Defini- 
tion iif  Faith,  531) ;  canons,  538  ;  status 
of  ChalceiloD.  534  :  silence  on  letter  to 
Maris,  537  ;  final  sc*ne.  540,  541  ;  nrntJi 
and  seventeenth  canons,  542 :  the  end, 
548 ;  letter  to  Leo,  548  ;  adherents  nick- 
named, .550 :  doctrinal  significance  of  the 
Deliuitiun,  550 

Chalcis.  105 

Chanter,  ii.  87 

Charisins,  prii^st  of  Philadelphia,  ii.  330 

Charles  the  Great,  76,  864  ;  ii.  178,  297 

Charles  L.  ii.  297 

Chartres,  402 

Cbaroa,  deacon,  native  of  Hippo,  ii.  199 

Cheiroirmia^  mcaninp  of  term,  99 

Chelidonius,  bishop  of  B(*«in<jon,  ii.  420 

Chereu,  near  AJexandria,  322 

CberfooetfTu,  ii.  450 

Chi,  SIB 

Chichester.  188 

China.  Xcstorianiirm  in,  ii.  256.  385 

Chonpitoopi,  Ancyran  canon  on,  35  :  Neo- 
esesarcan  canon  on,  40;  at  Nicca.  77, 80 ; 
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Niccnc  canons,  lO'j :  iu  Egypt,  145 ;  An- 
titichene  canon  oii,  WS ;  ^8  ;  ii.  516 

Chrestus,  bishop  of  Niuca.  120 

,  bishop  of  Syracuse,  26-28 

Chrism,  335,  1126 

Christ  Church,  the  original.  126 

Chmtmas,  421,  518;  ii.  246 

Chromatitui,  bi^ifaop  of  Aquileia,  538  ;  ii.  82, 
98 

Chrysonihos,  Novatiau  bishop  of  Constanti- 
nople, ii.  240 

Chrysaphius.  imperial  chamberlain,  ii.  434, 
502,504 

ChiysoBtom,  St.  John,  on  monasticism,  132 : 
OD  Eottatfaius,  ]  40 ;  bd  Antiochene 
canon  usckI  against,  173:  compared  with 
bi&bop  Paul,  223  ;  on  Mcletius,  292  :  uu 
pomp,  363,  364  ;  ordained  priwt,  505  ; 
nonulies  on  the  Btatncs,  505 ;  ii.  15 ;  18 ; 
On  the  Priesthood,  ii.  28,  82;  Con- 
stantinople, 30  :  his  preaching,  31-36  ; 
on  excessive  monmuig,  33  ;  diocesan  ad- 
ministration. 36 :  resemblance  to  Laud, 
37 :  work  among  pagans  and  heretics,  38  ; 
Antiochenc  schism,  31) ;  relicb,  39 ;  against 
game*  and  theatre,  40  :  on  riches.  40 ;  case 
of  Antonioos,  48, 44 :  cose  of  Geroutius,  45. 
46;  hymnody,  46,  47  :  Scveriiin,47;  on 
anthropomorphic  texts,  52 :  Toll  brothers, 
60,  61 ;  Theophllns,  61.  64  ;  Epiplianius, 
64;  plotters  against  him,  65:  Pauline 
phrases,  67, 68 ;  charges  at  the  Oak,  69-72 ; 
faToorite  texts,  72;  exiled,  73:  recalled, 
73-75 ;  on  Herodias.  77 :  Easter  Eve  in 
rear  404.. ..79;  view  of  Boman  see,  88; 
letters  to  Pope  Innocent.  88, 102 ;  Uf«  in 
danger,  85 :  exiled  again,  86 ;  at  Nicca, 
89 ;  at  Cucu5us.  01 ;  his  letters,  92 ;  affairs 
at  Coostanlinuple,  92;  life  in  exile,  99, 
100-102 :  writings  in  exile.  lOS  ;  hia 
death,  105;  his  enseal  Rome  iu40'i... 121 : 
reference  to  case  uf,  132 ;  on  Anthemin.s 
140:  144;  refera  to  a  Pelagius,  161: 
qnotod  by  Felagius,  176;  Jews,  192; 
nama  nstored  to  diptychs.  196.  197 ; 
Innooent  on,  197 ;  quoted  br  Julian  of 
Echmum,  221 ;  knew  Philip  of  Side,  238 ; 
Sifrinnins,  240 ;  anti-Nmttonan  statement, 
257 ;  (>rril  on,  280 :  Celestine  on,  291, 
857 ;  Nestoritts  on,  299 ;  John  of  Antioch 
on,  389 :  Socrat«e  on.  408 ;  Proclus  on, 
409 ;  removal  of  body  to  Constantinople, 
410:  411;  festival  oC  409 

,  a  title  given  to  Antiochos  of  Ftole- 

mais,  ii.  49 

Church.  Dean.  1:M.  133,  455  :  ii.  158.  199 

Chnrchos,  at  Kicomedia,  6 ;  Eusebinfl  on,  8 ; 
at  Tyre,  9;  destrovod  by  Diucletian,  12; 
at  Cirta,  15 ;  at  Carthage.  16  ;  the 
Lateran  basilica.  21 , 1 26 :  at  Aptunga.  24  ; 
at  Arte*,  27 ;  parish  churche.«,  '^'^ ;  at 
Alexandria,  55.  56, 1 17, 167. 200. 310 ;  at 
Rome,  55, 126, 127, 208, 362 :  at  Ancyrs, 


258 ;  at  Neocssarea,  88 :  at  Niciea.  81 : 
at  the  holy  iilacei,  120-124  ;  at  Tiberias 
and  Nazarctn,  124 ;  at  Heliopolis.  125  ;  at 
Nicomedia.  125  :  at  ConKtantlnople.  129. 
179;  St  Antioch.  125,  172,291,  504;  at 
Cirta,  208  ;  at  Milan.  229,  483-487. 496 : 
in  Cappadocia,  2'.t€  ;  building  grants.  307  : 
ut  Damascus  and  Bcr)-tas.  3^  ;  at  Hippo, 
;y3^\  ii.  5;  at  Alexandria.  194.  I9.=i :  at 
Constantinople,  HI,  39.  40.  63.  66, 69, 80. 
239,  268,  .H:H  ;  at  Antiocb,  243  ;  at  Ckr- 
thage.  24,  107,  405:  in  Drypia,  39  ;  at 
Edessa,  355 ;  at  Ephesus,  313.  317.  480 ; 
at  Hetx,  508;  in  Numidia.  117;  in 
Penia,  145 ;  in  Pontus,  1 05 ;  at  Borne,  205 
Churches,  dedications  or  titles  (najncs 
asterisked  are  uf  lattT  date):  — 

(1)  Non-local  ecclesiastical : 
Anastasia,  at  Constantinople,  410-^15. 

432.  u.  31,61,69, 
Apostles,  at  Antioch,  293, 324:  at  O 

sUntinople,  128. 129. 163. 253.  li.  Ul. 

40.  64.  69.  74,  79.  88,  239.  »41,  410. 

432, 505:  at  Milan,  229, 4&4. 486. 496 
*Cro65,  Holy,  at  Borne.  127 
*Ilelena.  in  England,  124 
Irene,    Stt  Peace 
John  Baptist,  SU,  at  Hebdoniocu 

ConstauUnople,  ii.  68;  'atBome^lM 
'Laurence,  St..  at  Milan,  230 
'Martin,  St..  at  Canterbury,  396 
MaiT.  St.,  at  Ephwws  ii.  317,  3S4. 881, 

480 ;  at  Bome  (two  churches),  362,  ii 

412 
Paul.  St..  at  Constantinople.  179, 180. 

U.  31 
Peace,  at  Constantinople,  129,  159.  ii. 

31,  268 :  at  Hippo.  539,  it  5 
Peter,  St..  at  Carthage,  ii.  405 
Peter  and  Paul.  SS.,  near  Chalcedon, 

ii.  40.  66 
Saviour,  at  Nicomodia.  125;  at  Bone, 

21,  126 
Sophia.  St.   (The   Holy  and  Eternal 

WiadomX    at  Constantinople,    136, 

129. 179, 222.  281, 309. 408, 413. 418, 

419,  431.  432.  ii.  31, ;«.  40,  42, 

86,  92,  268,  269,  420,  467 
Stephen,  St.,  at  Odeaaa,  ii.  355 :  (< 

tory)  at  Metz,  ii.  508 
Thomas,  St.,  iu  Drypia,  near  Cooatan- 

tiQople,  ti.  39 

(2)  Local : 

Alexandria:  Alexander,  ii.  194:  Anm* 
anut,  bishop,  l&\  Baucalis,  55. 
113.200;  Dionysius, bishop, 55, 117i 
200,  810,  355;  Pierius,  pnabrt 
55:   QairinoB,  167.  SOO;  Sen' 
55:  Theonaa,  bishop,  56,  300.  "Stl 
377 

Antioch  :  Babylas,  bishop  and  mart 
427 

Axles;  *  Trophimus,  bishop,  27 
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Churnh<*d,  dedications  nr  titles — oontiftiMd. 
B«thlehein:  Nativity.  123 
Cupftdocia :  Muiuu  of  C»s«red,  murtyr, 

Carthage:  Celenna,  u.  40.5;  Crprian, 
bishop  and  martyr  (two  churches), 
ii.  405  ;  Scillltan  martyrs,  ii.  405 
ChiLlcedoQ :     Euphcmia.    rirgiu     and 

martyr,  ii.  515 
Cirta:  (cemetery  of)  Martyrs,  15 
Coniaoa :  BasiliiKus.  ttiartyr,  ii.  105,106, 

410 
Constantinople :    Martyrs,  ii.  31 ;  Mo- 

cius,  martyr,  ii.  334.  335 
Gdessa  :  St.  Barbara,  ii.  444 
Epbe5Ufi :  John  the  Aporttc,  ii.  313,  1126 
Jenu^em  :  Ascension.  124;  Roiarrec- 
tion  or  Anastasis  (also  calletil  Sitvioor 
and  *HoIy  Cross),  121, 122, 149. 153, 
541.ii.  18.>:  Sepulchre,  122,153. ii.5I 
Marseilles:  Victor,  martyr,  ii.  247 
Milan:    •Ambrose,    bishop.  229,    4'.HJ, 
497,  518,  ii.  18  :  FausU.  229,  496; 
Felix     and     Nabur,    martyrs,    2211i. 
496;  (Jorvasius  and  Protasius,  mar- 
tyrs (=  'Ambrose,  bifhiip).  496:  For- 
tian,  229.  4«:i-485 ;  -Victor,  483 
Rome :  Aj^nes.  v-ir^n  and  martyr,  127. 
3B3 ;    Callistiis,    bishop   (Cfttocomh), 
475 ;     Clement     bishop,     ii.    205 ; 
"DamaAiu,     bishop,      475 ;     Julian 
church,  362:  Latoran.  21,  126.  206, 
2^4,  ii.  120, 12n,  I:t7 ;  Laurenc*,  mar- 
tyr(twochQr¥hes).  127.862,475 :  Li- 
berius,  bii;hop,3ti2;  Paul,  apostle  and 
martyr.  127;ii,  56.  i:^;  Peter,  apostle 
aud  manvr.  126,  127,  169,  208.  234, 
M6I,  364,  479,  513,  il  7.  56.  120, 
i:r7.  I  its,  :S56,  500 ;  Siciuioua,  362 
(8)  Imperial: 

Alexandria :  Csesarean  (after  C^oostan- 

tins),  231.241.  242;  ii.  195 
Antioch  :  ConstantiuA  (G-ddeu  church) 
Carthag:e:  Gratian,  ii.  405;  liouorius, 

ii.  405  :  Thfodoaius^  ii.  405 
Rome:  Heleniana  (Uuly  Cross),  127 
(4)  Descriptive : 
Antioch:  Golden,  125,   172,  197,  291, 

320,  504,  ii.  9:f,  243 
Carthage:  Restored  (restltuta),  ii.  20. 

405 
Mil&n  :  Old.  486;  New  or  Roman.  229, 
484,  496 
Churches,  description  of :  Tyre,  9 ;  Resur- 
rection, at  Jerusalem,  I'ii  ;  St.  Peter's, 
at  Rome.  126;  Gi>lden  church  at  Antioch, 
172;  at  C«sarea,  373;    Aoastaaia,  412; 
Roman  churches  and  catacombs,  475 ;  St. 
Sophia,  ii.  31  ;  St.  Euphemia,  Cbalccdoo, 
ii.  .-.15 
Churchwardens,  16 
Cicero,  :W,  493,  ii.  16,  92,  119 
CUicia,65. 78, 101,280,317;  ii. 225, 365, 377 
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Cinaron,  ii.  195 

Circumcellions,  33,  210,211;  ij.  113,  114, 
117,  152,  154 

Cirta  cOonsUntiDft),  13.  14, 207.  208 ;  u.  21. 
22.111,113,  117,  152 

Cities,  sees  transferred  from  villages  to,  1B8 

Civil  relations  to  Church,  ofHccs  recogaized 
as  lawful  at  iVrbs.  29;  ecclesi&rtlcal  ex- 
emptions from,  307  :  ecclvsiaatical  and 
civil  parallelism,  103;  civil  appeals,  174; 
the  Lmperor  and  the  Church,  496 

CUrko,  Samuel,  71,  72 

Classical  lloaming.     See  under  Learning 

Clandian,  Donatist  bifthop  of  Rome,  395, 
510 

.  a  priest,  deputy  of  Pope  Silvester  at 

Aries,  28 

pa^Can  poet :  on  Probus,  361  ;  on  Stili- 

cho,  ii.  2 :  on  Arcadios,  3 ;  on  Entmpios 
and  Rufinug,  28;  on  Satropins,  40,41 :  on 
Hoaorius,  119 

Claudia<t.  an  Italian  bishup,  277 

.  a  person  mentioned  by  St.  Jerome,  ii. 

103 

Cledunius,  nrifst  of  Nazianzus,  447 

Clemens  Maximum,  usurping  emperor,  460. 
^tt  Maximus 

Clement,  St.,  of  Alexandria,  ii.  50 

,  St.,  of  Rome,  ij.  205,  543 

Clergy,  exemptions  of,  from  public  obliga- 
tions, 8,  47  ;  synod  at  Rome  ronceming, 
ii.  121.  122;  secular  business,  533;  trans- 
fer, 533 ;  crimes,  540.    <8m  also  Celibacy 

Clinics,  39 

Clovig,  :^88;  ii.  124 

Clyde,  ii.  415,  416 

Corlestius,  Pelagian,  ii.  1*55;  his  seven  pro- 
positions,  167;    174.   181,   187.   201;    at 
Rome.  204-206;  209-211.  216,  220.  225, 
248,  276. 277.  33:^ 
Cflcnobitic  life,  131-lLi5 
Cconitor,  u.  149 

Couuthos.  pricet  of  Alexandria,  59,  70.  145 
CoUyridians,  523 

Cologne  (Agrippina),  20.  192,  216.  395 
Colosseum,  2 

Golumba,  St^  ii.  17.  415-417 
(>omana.  ii.  105,  410 
Comitium.  470 
Commendations,  prayers  for  the  departed. 

li.  i:« 

Commentaries.  See  Scripture,  commen- 
taries on 

Comni'jdus,  emperor,  164 

Ccnnmtmilory  of  St  Vincent,  ii.  396-399 

Communioatio  idiomatum,  ii.  263 

Community  of  good?*,  ii.  10 

Competents,  39 

OmrMMib,  503 

Confession,  527 

Omftwm  of  St  Patrick,  ii.  415,  416 

Oonfeetum*  of  St  Augustine,  492;  ii.  24. 
163 
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Coafirmatloa,  inentioDcd  at  Aries,  29;  U. 
25,  108,  481 

Contieltmtet.     Se0  Co-iitanders 

Consistory,  484,  491,  501 

CuDsUns,  soil  of  ConstantinetheOreat,  164. 
178,  192,  193.  1»7,  209.219;  ii.  U5 

ConstonliA,  suiter  of  Ckmstantine  the  Great, 
4,  02,  142.  249 

(Maiuiiifl,),  port  of  Gazii,  125 

,  m  Cypnis.     See  Salamis 

Constantina  (Cirta.),  ii.  Ill 

Coustanime  tlie  Great,  rictory  over  Maxen- 
tina,  2  5  his  arch,  2 :  AugustuK,  2 ;  vision,  S ; 
statue.  3 ;  spiritual  <:tfitc,  3 ;  policy  of 
toleration,  4 :  letters  to  Anulititts,  8.  19; 
gift  and  letter  to  Cncllian,  8. 19 ;  letter 
to  Patricius,  19;  letter  to  Miltiadfts,  20; 
letter  to  Marcos,  20;  his  wife  Faasta, 
21 ;  donation  to  Silvester.  21 ;  case  of 
Felix.  23;  letter  to  iElafius.25;  letter  to 
Chrestiu,  26 ;  letter  to  biihops  at  Aries, 
SI :  smtunoQci  Ctecilian,  32 ;  letter  to 
Euuialiiu.  32;  and  Licinius.  41,  44, 
4.%  80 ;  badly  advised  by  Gusebius  of 
Nicoiiiedia,  44  ;  character,  45 ;  exccntion 
of  bis  fion,  45:  enact  meati.  46;  address 
to  provinciabi  of  Palestine,  48;  address  to 
provincials  of  all  the  East,  50;  first  hears 
of  Ananism.  51 ;  first  step  in  controversy, 
68:  called  himself  ";bishop,"  76,  144;  in- 
vitatory  Nicene  epistle,  76;  letter  to 
Alexandrians,  77,  118;  invited  Novttian 
bishop  to  Nicna,  80 :  arrival  at  Nicsea,  80, 
84;  speech  at  NicKa,8o:  reply  to  Arias, 
113;  mother,  120:  letter  to  bishop 
Macarios,  121  :  destruction  of  idolatry, 
125;  Church-huilding,  125,  127,  129; 
banished  Eustatbius,  140;  imperious 
imerto  St.  Athanasius,  144;  half-brother 
Dalmatins,  147;  summoned  Atfaanasins, 
149;  met  by  Athunasins.  152,  153;  son 
Constant  ine.  154,155;  death  and  character, 
ltJ2,16M;  »Qmmarv,29^1:  li.  79,  151.  ISH, 
334.410.533 

,  forum  of,  at  Constantinople,    128; 

ii.S34.  410 

•^—  U^  son  of  Constantiue  the  Great,  154, 
1.^.5,  16*,  165,  178,  399 

,  Eutrchian  monk  of  Constantinople,  ii. 

459,  467-169 

,  usurping  emperor,  ii.  145, 186 

— ,  lart  emperor,  180 

CoDstantinopie.  Constantine*«  choice  of, 
1S8;  <J(>scription  of,  129;  history  of,  129, 
130  ;  Marcellus  condemned  at,  1^;  death 
of  Ku5ebiu!{  of  Xicomedia  at,  and  conse- 
qoent  disturbances,  179.  160;  council  in 
year  360...280,  290;  Julian.  295.  296; 
Valens  uid  Catholics  at,  356.  357; 
Catholic  revival  at.  408 ;  relation  to 
Alexandria,  410:  Tbeodosina  at,  416; 
second  General  Council.  425;  canons, 
437-440;  saonon  of  year  382...  185,  451- 


453;  relics  at,  432,  ii.  127;  pofilion 

bishop  of,  ii.  27;  Chrysofitom  on  relijpoai 

condition  of.  H2-U5 ;  Marcionism  at,  38: 

jarisdirtion  of,  43;  ondition  of,  in  410... 

HO ;  difference  with  Rome,  145 ;  circular 

letter   from  Zosinius,  211  ;   called    ^  the 

city,**  349;  state  of  Church  at,  on  death 

of  Maximian,  386;  receiving  bi.idy  of  St, 

Chiysostom,  410:   council  in  448.. .445; 

the  aojouming    synod,    447,   528,   541 ; 

rights  of  the  noe,  540-548. 

,    Constantinople,  topography  of  (with  Cbal- 

I       eedon),  V>^,  128, 129, 159,222,  356,  4.S7; 

I        ii.  31,  39,  40,  46.  63,  66,  74.  76.  79.  81. 

I        86.  87.  2;r7.  238,  334,  410.  433.  451.  504. 

i       515.     See  under:   baths  of  Anastasia.  of 

I        Gonstantine.    of    Zenxippus ;     churches 

I       of  Anastasia,  Apostles,  Euphemia,  Irene, 

John  Baptist,  Mncius.   Paul,  Fetor  and 

Paul,  Sophia,  Thomas  (lor  all  which  sm 

further  uuder  Churches,  dedications  of)  ; 

forum  of  Arcadius,  of    Constontiiif.  of 

TheodoeiuB ;  suburbs  of   Aoaplus,  £lm, 

Exokionion,  Hebdomon,  and   acroaa  the 

water  of  Cbalcedon,  the  Oak,  Syc» ;  walls 

of  Constantine,  of  Theodosius  IL  :  etc 

,    bishops   of    (see    also    ondrr    eaidi 

name):  Alexander,  bishop  before  3St 
...67.  iiS;  Paul,  386.. .161  [foMuwed 
by  Evagrius,  S70...:tt;7J:  Eusebius,  33S 
...li;6:  }ktaccdoniu5,  343. ..179  [followed 
by  Carterius...5JlJ ;  Eudoxins,  S60... 
281  :  Domophilus,  370.. .3^:7  [followed 
by  Marinua...521  ;  I>jruthcu5...52l  ; 
Barba,407...ii.  140];  [Floreutju*.  Kam- 
mian,  before  380...40l^J;  Gregory,  SW 
...410;  [Maiimus]  theOrnic.880.,.4l4; 
Nectariu^  381...4:^t;  John  Chrrsoatein, 
S88...ii.  30;  Arsacius,  404...ii.87;  At- 
ticu.<j,  406.. .ii.  *X>:  Sisinnius.  4iu..ji. 
2.*^  :  Nestorins.  428.. .it.  l^M  ;  Maxi- 
mian,431...ii.351;  ProcluN484.. .ii.386; 
Flavian, 446.. .ii.  434;  Anatobus.  44i...ii. 
405 

Nuvat  ian  episcopal  succ«ssioo :  Accaiiia, 
before  3S5...80;  Agdius,  before  S87... 
356;  Marcian.  357;  Sisinniua,  htlhn 
S98...ii.  yJi  ;  Chrrsanthus.  407  or  4IM... 
li.  •J4(».  Paul,  4ll..ii.  *J40 
Constantius,  fathf*r  of  C^mst^tntiiie  the 
Great,  3;  lived  at  Axles,  26 

,  son  of  Gonstantine  the  Great,  158; 

character.  163-165:  at  Antioch.  172: 
shore  in  affairs  at  Ccvutantinople.  )M); 
191 ;  received  deputies  from  Sardjc*,  122 ; 
relation  to  St  Athanasius.  197,  S94 : 
defeated  Magnentius,  219:  theoloipieal 
position,  230,274, 278  ;  called  a  scoqmv, 
285;  ordered  exposition  on  Frov.  vui  22. 
291 :  esteemed  Eusebius  of  Samcsata., 
298  ;  rammvy,  2£H ;  coooin  of  Julian. 
295 ;  massacre  at  hia  accession.  295  ;  mad* 
Jnliau  C«sar,  302 ;  death,  302  ;  timid  and 


I 


I 


Index.                                        563        ^1 

crael,  304  :  temple  destroyed  in  his  reign. 

Councils,  list  of — continMtd.                                     ^^M 

SOS;  31S;  a.  31,  125.493 

ii.  278;  480  (Korember)...li.    293.           ^H 

Const&atins,  a  lioman  Manichean,  513 

294                                                                   ^H 

,  father  of  Valentinian  III.,  ii.  •.i'25,246 

(3)   AtU  Hinor  (for  Cilicia.  mm  under            ^H 

.  a  priest  of  Autioch,  ii.  89,  93 

.  a  Eutvcbian  monk  of  Con^tantinaple, 

Svria):                                                                 ^H 

AnoTa,  814.. .34-37,  213;  358  (serai-            ^H 

li.  467 

Arian)...259.   264,    267,  354;    876            ^M 

Continental  (celibate),  law  on,  :{65 

(Arian)..:^8                                                     ^H 

CmirndieitMir,  ii.  480 

An^anim  or  SaDgunim  (Novatian),  521            ^^M 

Coptic   list  of  bifthopfl  at  Nif-asa,  77,  81 ; 

AntiiK-h  in  Caria,  367  (semi-Anan),..              ^H 

account  of  the  Council   at   Epheaus,  ii. 

360                                                                  ^M 

311,  312;  ChristoIogT  of  Coptic  Church, 

Cappadocifl.  862.. .33:1                                        ^H 

EphesuN  431  (Third  General }...ii.  27U,           ^H 

ii.  519 

Cordova,  bishop  Ilosiiw,  70,  80,  181 

297.  312-3.i0. 356, 373. 387.  388,  39i!,            ^H 

Corinth,  ii.  313,  361 

4:^1,  t4!M82..'i25-527:  449(Latroci-             ^M 

Com  from  Africa  to  Boiue,  ii.  21 

aiuui)...45d,  476,  478-493.  r)]7-520              ^M 

Cornelius,  pope,  40 

Cm.     &0  Julian,  bishop  uf 

Gongra.  about  the  middle  of  the  4th             ^H 

century...260.389                                           ^M 

CMBinins,  bishop  of  Hieroctcsarea,  ii.  447 

Lampsaeus,    366    (somi-Arian)...358,           _^H 

Co-Btanders,  an  urJer  of  penitents,  35,  109 ; 

354,  358.  369                                           ^^H 

li.  til 

LTeia,a6S...333                                         ^^^M 
Neoc«»area,  316...:t7^40.  213                  ^^^H 

Councils,  their    value,  42 ;    St.    Ongorjr 

Naxjanren  on,  42.  44'.M51 :  St.  Martm 

Nicjea,  326  (First  General).. .75.  and           ^H 

and,  470;    Easebins   on,  42;    imperial 

see  Nicene  Conncil                                       ^H 

relation   to,  75 ;    composed    of    bishops 

Nyssa,  876  (  Arian  ). . .  :t78                                   ^H 

alone»  78,  82 ;  freedom  necessary  for,  li. 

Pamphvlia.    362.. .333;     366    (semi-           ,^H 

492,  498;  criticism  on  thoir  proceedings. 

Arian).. 357                                               ^^^M 

ii.  :vl%  ii27 

Pi.sidiii.  366  ^semt-Arian)...357                 ^^^^| 

Councils,  list  of — 

Pontu.s  362...3:t3                                       ^^^H 

(1)  Afrioa: 

Selcucia.  869  (5emi.Arian)...271>-274,            ^H 

Btt^ai  C  Bagaia,  Bugaj,  394  CDonatist), . . 

278,  279,  354.  409,  4.17                                      ^H 

589 

Side  in  Painphylia.  383.. .523                             ^H 

CabaraoflsirCebarsuasa),  388  (Donatist) 

Sm>TUA,366  (!>eiiii-Aruui).,,:>o7,  35S                 ^H 

...639 

TyaQii,  367.. .:U»,  :il>0.  406                                   ^H 

Cnsarea  in  Mauritania.  418.. .ii.  248 

(4)  Balkan  Penlnaixla :                                          ^^M 

Carthage,   (under    Agnppinus)...2]2 ; 

Arhaia.  362...:i:t:i                                                   ^H 

seven    under    Cyprian  ...212;    2M 

Dacia,362...:{:i;^                                              ^H 

(under  Cyprian).. .ii. 5;  311  (against 

Dalmatian  362.  :^33                                           ^H 

C«cilian)...18,   ii.  l.V^:  348  (under 

Illyria,376...382                                             ^H 

Gratus)...185.    252;    390    under 

Macedonia.  362... :m                                         ^H 

Gcnethlius)  ...  539;      397      (under 

Nice,  869  (Ariau)...274                                      ^H 

Auriilius)...ii.  ^0. 21  ;  June.  401... ii. 

PhUippopolis,  343  (Ariftn)...ie3,  184,             ^H 

190.208,260                                                       ^H 

107:  Spptemhrr,  401.. .li.   109;  403 

...ii.  Ill  :404...ii.  112-IH:  405.. .ii. 

Sardica,  S43...180-190.  208.  214.  216,             ^M 

117;   407.. .ii.    1H2;    408. ..ii.    1*4; 

217,  341 .  ii.  78,  97,  248-2.V;                           ^H 

411   i^OoWaiio  eum    Donattgtis)     ii. 

Sirraiuiii,  848  r  Arian).. .218.  25:t.  267  ;             ^H 

M7-1M;  411...n.  167.  168;  418... 

351  (Ariiui)...I»4,  219-221,  2.''>H,2fX),              ^H 

ii.  201 :  417. ..ii.  209;  418. .11.  212- 

261,  267;    367   (Arian )...25:t,   2^,             ^H 

214,  248.  2.V2;  419.. -li.  249;  434... 

267;   368  (i;emi-Anao)...2.iti,    261,              ^H 

ii.  251,  25:;.  ilH-Z:  625  (under  Boni- 

202. 2)37  ;  369  (Arian)... 266,  267            ^^^M 

face)...  104,  li.  252 

(5)  Britain :                                                ^^^H 

(Carthage?),  830 (Donatist)...208 

London.  1076... 188                                    ^^^1 

Cirta,806...14,  17.18.  ii.  21,  152;  418 

(6)  Conitantinople  (including  Cbalcedoa,      ^^^H 

...ii.  156 

^H 

Hippo.  898.. ..'i39  :  ii.  5.  20,  109,  110 
Milnvuni,  402.. .ii.  1I(»,   111;  416... ii. 

Chalcedon.461...101,  ii.  43,  278,  279,             ^H 

875,  423,  441,  470.  471,  482,  48:1,              ^H 

201,202.  2*H 

487,  492.  .'>i:{.  514-.MO                                    ^H 

(2)  Alexandria  and  Bgypt : 

Constantinnnle,  386  (against  HarccUus)             ^^| 
...158:  360  r.\rian)... 279-282.  290;             ^H 

Ale.Yaudria.  230.. .60;   324.. .70,   145; 

about     360...21J ;      368... 324-338. 

881    (Second     General).. .107,  42.''i-             ^H 

i;46.  Ml,  ;Wi».  ii.  27l».  409.  431 :  888 

4:{0.43;[-'Hl.  453.  4t'iO,  ii.  43,  470,             ^H 

...344.    345:    899  or  400..,ii.   54; 

527,  541 :  382...18:>.  187,  405,  447.              ^B 

(Nitria)  401.. .ii.  .')7:  430  (early)... 

449,  4.'>l-15:t:   883... 4.^5-458,  460,             ^M 

5^4 
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Cooncilfi,  list  of — ronhnu^d. 

524:  404.. .ii.  78:  429.. .ii.  27C; 
"sojourQing  svnmi ''...527,  ii.  43, 
+47.  5'JS,  54l':  448.. .ii.  447-460. 
481-4A4,  519:  65S  (Fifth  Genorat) 
...ii.  261,  427.  4.i«,  4:W.  537:  680 
(Sixth  General  or  Council  in  Trulio) 
...ti.  M9,  550 

O&k.  408.. .ii.  66-72,  74,  75 
(7)  OftUl : 

Aries.  3l4...an-31,  200.  4tl.%  ii.  JTil. 
217 :  853  (Arian).. .225-228,  ii.  217 

Biserrai  (Bezifrs).    356  (AmD)...2:t8 

BoniPAux,  384  or  886...-t'>l 

Culogne.  346  (.spurious)... 2 10,  217 

Nidiues,  394....i3l» 

Orange,  441...ii.  420:  5S9...ii.233,402 

Paris.  380...285.28« 

Riez,  489.. .ii.  4l<.i 

Valence,  i74...:JH8 

(Viennc;.  444...ii.  420 
(8)IUly,  North: 

Aquilcia.  881... 404.  441~44(>.  451 

Ariminum  (Kuiiini),  359(Arian)...l75, 
2t;5.  2H7-270. 274-278. 28:t-2a;.  HSS, 
:134.  S4l.  350,  3.11.  ,H5;i,  1^54,  .S5i#, 
382.  :^l»8 

lUlv,  362.. .3:^2  ;  401  ?.,.ii.  107 

Milan, 346  ...lOn,  217  :  847... 217,  253  ; 
856  (Arian)... 22^232.  257;  864 
(Arian)...3i^0;  381...404,  427;  382 
...444>.447;  889.. ..M4:  S90...515 

Turin.  401... ii.  124 

(9)  Rome,  with  Centnl  and  8<mth  Italy : 
C'aj*iia.  S91...r>2t;.  ii.  ;» 

Pi^a,  1409.. .ii.  .^:W 
B«ne.S13...21-23.  20*;.  ii.  152;  841... 

17i;.  IM2  :  366.. .3.5U,  :!89 ;  868  or  369 

.,.:^*o;  371  or372,..;wi.  3M2,  3i»5; 

878  (.r  877...:[87;  878  or  8B0...3It6; 

382...45:t-455,  4tWi.   463:    400.. .ii. 

.H:  406     II.  121  :  480...ti.  288,  21*7; 

438 (spurious).. .i  127;  449.. .ii.  \\¥Ci\ 

1216  (LatCTmn)...L  441;  1870(Vati- 

ccLn)...ii.  532 
Sicilv,  8e6-..a'i9 

(10)  Spain: 

KWira  (lUiheris),  806..  235.  397 

Sanfona.  880...  123.  4t;5 

Toledo.  400  .  ii.  2;">,  2»i ;  Fuiirlh  Council 

of.  ti  in: 

(11)  Syria  and  OiUciai  with  FalMtine : 
Anaurbos,  (anti-Pelagian).. .ii.    241  ; 

43S(Ne!ctorian)...ii.  377 
Aatiocfi.  269. ..:tl.  2r.l.  325:  328  or 
330.. .140  ;  341  (  Dedicdtion  CouncU) 
...172-I7*'..  18.1.  2H1.  :^f»0.  4*;5.  52.% 
ii.  77,78;  344...II»2;  368  ( Arian)  .. 
258 ;  361  ( Ararian)...2itO ;  361  ( Ano- 
maan)...2ii8:  363...:>(2,  343,  34«, 
359 ;  879. .  .404,  452,  4:»8 :  431  (Ne«- 
torian)...ii.  355:  446.. .ii.  423.  42:^; 
44l...ii.  440 


Conneils.  list  of— «m/imHeff. 
Caosarea.  334...  149 
Cilicia.  423.. .ii.  225 
Cypra%.40S..,ii.  t?2 
Dimpiiliti  (Lvdda),  41fi...ii.    U 

1»1».  2QI,  2'l5 

Euphratesia,  438. ..ii.  :^^5 

Jerusalem,  386... 153,  154,  195:  MA.m, 

lU');  416.. .ii.  182-184.  201  ] 

Tarsus,  481  (Ncstorian)...ii.  355  < 

Tyre,  336  (Anaa),..14»-ir>3,  172.  4^ 

Cowper,  3;^ 

Oefttioaism.  ii.  ISO 

Crediton,  188 

Creeds  and  formularies : 

Aposttefi*r  =  Roman),  176.  >i  331.476.4! 

Oregorr  of  Neocvnna,  e.  260... 38 

Council  of  Antioch  against  PaaL,e.  8T0. 
91.261 

Alexander,  Tome  of.  c.  321,.,G7.  8» 

Eosebios  of  CBsarea.  8S5...88  | 

Jerusalem,  88 

Eosebius  of  N'icomt'dia,  S36...1.H9 

Nicene  Creed,  326... 8&-97,  136,  249:  is 
Armenia.  112:  At  Sordica.  843...1S5 : 
at  Milan.  346.. .195:  at  MiUu.  866... 
229,  230:  at  Arimiuum,  369.. .268. 
269:  ut  Selfucia.  369.. .271.  273:  M 
Antioch.  863.. .342.  343;  at  Uonia, 
366...S5i),  38^:  in  Asia  Minor.  3M... 
357-359 :  Athanasios,  344, 365,  SSI.  li. 
361  ;  Basil.  374,380.43*;;  Kpiphaniio. 
378.. .434-4:16;  at  Couitlantiuuple.  381 
,..4:H  4;r7 ;  Gregory.  4:-lfi ;  at  C<»i»- 
stautmtjple.  419... 437,  ii.  250 
Africa,  419.. .ii.  249:  Xcntoriwu. 
285.  30:t,  3i»3:  Crrii,  ii.  273,  2TS.  -i 
;^,  31t3;  at  Ephesus.  431.. .437 
H20,:42l,  :t;W.  ^K\,  .rtg. 485 :  Onen 
437,  ii.  330,  344,  .346.  :i58,  IWi 
389  ;  Eutycbos.  ii.  450.  154.  4(tt>.  468, 
481.  518:  at  Epheso^.  449.. .u.  4|15. 
48t{,  488;  at  Chaleedon.  461...4:n, 
518.520.  521.  524.  525.  .130.  .181 

Aritu  and  Eozuitut.  830.. .143 

Firrt  Antiochene  ( Bishopi* )  Cr««d.  841 . .. 
174 

Second  Antiochene  (LuciaQV)I>edicatio& 
Creed,  841...17.'i.  247.  2«K»,  261.  S7I- 
274.  283.  325.  :160,  457 

Third  ADtiochpne(TheophromtiB^)OrMd« 
341.. .175,  179 

Fourth  Antiochene  (Four  envors'j  Trevd. 
348  =  Creed  of  Philippopol».'S43..  ITS. 
179.  184.  247.  2*iO 

Macroettch.  344.. .194. 195.  227,  2»0.  247 

Cyril  of  Jenisalein.  347...4:H-437 

Pint  Sirmian  Crcsed,  348  .218.  267 

Second  (or  long)  yiriiiiuu  Cr?»ed,  841... 
220,  230,  256.  260,  261.  267 

Third  Simuaii  Creed  vBLuphrmta),  S8T 
...2.13.  254,  256-259.  261.  2ft5.  2«7 

Ancrra.  368  (Semi- Arian )...S99,  200 


\ 


% 


hidex,                                         565       ^1 

Creeds  and  fornialaries— ooni/ntwd. 

Cross,  mipposed  discovery  of  the  trae,  122            ^H 

Fourth  Sirmian  Creed,  SA8  (scmi-Arian) 

Ctesiphon.  203                                                         ^M 

...ar>6.  261,267 

.  corrcspundeut  of  Jerome,  ii.  180                  ^H 

Fifth  Sinnian  (dated)  Creed,  349.. . 206- 

Cucusus,  223  ;  ii.  8!).  iU.  104                                   ^M 

26l»,  271-274 

Culcianus.  a  persecut<H'  in  Egypt,  9                         ^^M 

Sek-uciii,  369  (Acacian)...272,  342 

Ounniian,  Celtic  scholar,  ii.  414                             ^^M 

Nice,  8ft9... 274-276 

Curia  Jnlia.  at  KomL>,  470                                        ^H 

Arimiumn,  359.. .276. 277.  279.  280,  28a. 

C»n«.  CuriaUf,  47,  49,  1H8,  208,  308,  313,           ^M 

284.  28*;,  29:t,  ^24,  :^^,  H54.  a58.  ;^9 

503,  509:  ii-  45,  121,  123,  242.     Sm  also           ^H 

AutJuch.  aai  (^\jiotn(£&Q)...29:i 

Decurton                                                                ^^M 

Alexandria,  Tome  of,  362...:t28 

Curiotiit,  meaninfz  of,  ii.  73                                     ^^| 

PaulinuK  of  Antioch.  363. ..317 

Ouf sus  publicm,  25,  47.  1 9t).  807                             ^H 

Kpiphniiias,  373.    &>«  Nireiic  (.-reed 

Cybele,  317  ;  11. 124,  136                                  ^^M 

Auxcatius  of  Milan,  364...:^] 

Cyclops,  ii.  69                                                   ^^^H 

Damasus,  or  the  Western-s  Tome  of.  379= 

Cynegius,  prietorian  prefect,  529                     ^^^^^| 

Tonie  of  Antioch,  379.. .404,  40.'i,  452, 

Cyprian,  81.,  16,  17,  27,  29.  212,  213,  2.'>5,     ^^M 

453 

.S31 :  ii.  5.  %  44,  151.  161,  174.  214.  223,           ^H 

.  anathemas  of.  380.. .406,  +07 

822,  389,  397,  40.%.  5:^  542                                 ^H 

Prierilliim,  381...42M 

Cyprus,  79.  329,  428,  460,  524 ;  ii.  42.  58.           ^H 

Cbn.stuntjriople,  Tome  of,  381... 4X1,  434, 

62,  C3,    197.  2.=>6,   313.    325,   331,   :t32.             ^H 

4.'»2;  Creed  of.  381.. .4:^4-4:17. 441,  ii. 

8w  also  under  Epiphauius                                    ^H 

8.5U.  t;*)0,  27:*.  H20,  ;;58,  470,  481,  518, 

Cyrene.  ii.  141-143                                                   ^H 

520.  522.  525.  528 

CVriacus,  deacon  and  papal  representative           ^H 

Giuiiin\iu$,  3BS...4.'t8 

at  Arleit.  28                                                            ^1 

Pelagins.  417.. .ii.  207 

,  deacon,  bearer  of  letter  to  CJhry  sostom.           ^H 

Jalun  of  Eclauimi.  418. ..ii.  221 

101                                                                 ^H 

NeBtorian  (Theodores)  Creed, ii.  330.  331 

^,  bishop  and  envoy  of  the  council  of            ^^| 

Cyril  of   Alexandria.  Articles  (Anathe- 

Consfaniiuople  (382).  452                                       ^H 

,  bishop  of  S\'unada.  ii.  95.  101                         ^^| 

,  bishop  of  Heraclea,  ii.  .'H4                               ^H 

nuitiama),4a0...406,  ii.  294,  S01,.'10.t. 

308-310,  317.  322.  326,  337.  338,  341, 

844,  :i46-»-i;>,  :t5:t-355,  369,  361,  36:^- 

Cyril.   St.,  of  Alexandria,   on  life  of   St.            ^H 

;l«>7,  \%\\  376-378.  435,  439.  442,  449, 

Atfaanuiius,   116,    ii.    272:    nephew    of           ^H 

482,  ■!;)2,  520.  531 

Theophilus,  ii.  190,  'Ml :  Novatians,  191 :            ^M 

Nestxirjus,  counter- anathemas  of,  430... 

Jews,  191,  102;  Orestes.  194;  Hi-patia,           ^M 

ii.  301-303 

IM,  195;   mellowing  of  his  spirit,  244,            ^H 

Bennion,  Formularv  of.  432.. .ii.  :W8, 366, 

245;    on   Eusebiiis  of  Dorylieum,   265;            ^^M 

:tt*.8-370,  373.  374.  377.  380-385,  4.'>0, 

Dorylaeum,  265;   the   Nestorian   contro-             ^H 

45.>,  471 

versy.  Cyril  and  Nestorius.  272-275,  278-            ^M 

Proclus,  Tome  of,  436.. .ii.  3i*0.  391 

284;  and  Rome,  28«*>-289  :  and  Antioch.             ^H 

Flavian,  Formulary  of.  449.. .ii.  470,  471, 

291 ;   Council  of   Alexandria,  29:i-297  :             ^H 

51V» 

bofurc  the  Council  of  Ephesus,  308-312;  at             ^H 

trfso,  Toiiio  of.  449... ii.  472-475, 477, 503, 

the  (Tooneil,  318-332 ;  after  the  Council.             ^H 

505,  518.  520-522.  525,  527.  52U,  532, 

335-344, 351  :  reuniou  w  ith  the  Orieutals,             ^M 

6:15,  54H 

:;59-:i79;  reassures  his  friends,  37!i-385 :             ^H 

Chalcedan,  Formulary  or  Definition  of. 

final  results,  383-394:  St.  Chrysost^m,             ^H 

461. „t.  452,  ii.  207>i7K,450,  470.  471, 

410;  St.  Leo,   421,  422;  cloAinV  vears,             ^H 

321,  528-832,  5.^7.541 

422-424  :  estimate  of  him.  424-426;  428,             ^H 

Qutounv/ue,  91,  189,  410,  411,  417,  443. 

429.  434,   43.5.  442,  443,  440.  447  ;   at             ^H 

447.  4.^.2,  ii.  207,  3:^1.  ;tSl,  398 

Const4Uitinop1e  In  448... 449:  at  the  La-             ^H 

Creightoo,  bishop  (of  Loudou),  ii.  116 

trociumm,  432,  492  :  at   Oalcedon.  517,              ^H 

Crcscciitius,  controvers/  with  bwhop  Alex- 

518,  .520.  521.  522.  525,  532,  ."03.  684,             ^M 

auder,  56 

536,  539,  542                                                          ^M 

Cresconius,  a  criminal,  ii.  13 

St.  C,VTil*s  writings  in  the  Nestorion             ^^M 

.  Dtmatist,  ii.  22,  117 

controversy :  Encvclical  to  the  inunlu  of             ^H 

,  monk  of  Uadrmnetum,  ii.  227 

Egypt,  272,  273  ;  First  letter  to  Nestorius,             ^H 

Crete.  64,  4M 

274  :  Second  letter  to  Ne«lurius.  278. 279.             ^H 

Criminals,  released  bf  episcopal  intercession, 

287,  320,  449.  482,  .520,  522.  .52.5.  .^1,               ^M 

ii.  11.13;  by  clerics.  533 

532;    lett«r  to  a    friund.  280;    to  his              ^M 

Orispinus,  Oonattst  bishop  of  Coliuiia.  ii.  1  IS 

apoerititirii  at  Oin^antinople,  280;  On               ^H 
tfie  Right  Faith,  to  Theodosiuf  (=Dia-             ^H 

.  Donatirt  pre6byt«r  of  Calama,  ii.  112 

Crispus,  BOD  of  Constantine,  45,  120 

logue  ou  the   Incaruation  of  the  Ouly-            ^^M 

O-itobulu.^,  heretic  in  St.Jeromc's  Dinloqu^, 

Begotten),  282  :  To  the  princesses  Arcadia      ^^^H 
and  Marina,  282,  382 ;  To  the  priucenes      ^^^H 

u.  181 
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Pulchena  and  Kudocia,  lifSS;  Icttor  to 
popeCelcstiDe,  '28i> :  to  Acacius  of  Bercea, 
•i87  ;  to  John  of  Antioch.  if'Jl ;  to  Juvenal 
of  Jerusalem,  t'^-l;  Third  letter  to  Nee- 
tohus  (with  the  Twelre  Article*,  Chap- 
ters, or  Anatbenus)«  203-21»6,  and  «e 
onder  Creeds  and  Formularies  ;  to  the 
clergy  and  laity,  and  to  the  monlu,  of 
CoDstantinople,  21>fj ;  Defence  of  the 
Twelve  Chapters  aguiust  the  Orientals, 
308.  :tO*);  Against  Theodoret,  300 ;  Replr 
to  the  bUsphomies  of  Neatoriiu.  3lo'; 
letter  to  Celestine,  :>n  ;  Extracts  from 
Kestorius*!!  sermons,  313,  It'ilt;  Sermona 
at  Eohesus.  314,  :t»5 :  letters  to  the 
Chnrcn  of.  und  to  the  Egyptian  bishops 
at.  Constant inuple,  33^*;  Explanation  of 
the  Twelve  Articlest,  :H1,  3iJH.  letter  to 
Maximian  of  Constantinople.  :154j:  De- 
fence to  Theodosius,  UStl :  letter  to 
Acaciu8  of  Bertea,  :{(;2  367:  to  pope 
Sixtuii,  KOl!:  to  the  court,  372;  letter 
to  John  of  Antioch  {hmieniur  «»W),  :^74- 
379,  44i».  4S2.  4y2,  5Ut;  to  Acacius  of 
Melitenc,  \^\\  482;  to  Eulogiua,  381 :  to 
Valerian  of  Iconinm,  :^A  482 :  to  Suc- 
eeasus  (SuccensuA)  of  Diocaisare*,  382, 
482  ;  to  Aristulaufl,  3S^J ;  to  Maximoa, 
:t<H):  to  John  of  Autioch.  H<)0:  U>  the 
Orientals,  392  ;  On  the  holv  Symbol, 
31»3  :  Qwod  HfMM  «•(  Ghrisiu^  \^'l :  letter 
to  Proclus  of  Constjuitinople,  3i'3 :  Scholia 
(on  the  Incarnation  ot  the  Only-Be- 
gotten). 522 

Other  writings  of  St.  Cyril :  Reply  to 
Julian's  work  epninTtt  the  Christians,  i. 
315:  Paschal  (Festal)  letters,  ii.  272, 
3«3 :  On  the  Holy  Tnuitv,  27:i ;  letter  to 
pope  Leu  cuucemint;  Foster,  422 ;  to 
r)<>innQ.s  of  Antioch.  422,  423 ;  to  Mar- 
tmiau.  423 ;  to  buihup  CalosyriuSf  424 
Cyril,  St.,  of  Jerusalem,  122.  248.  258,  270, 
273.274.281,316.358.425.434,437.481, 
482;  It.  263.  408 

,  a  deacon  of  Heliopolis,  308 

Cvrinus,  bishop  of  Chaleedon,  ii.  65,  78 
Cyrrhos  (Cyrus).  405;    ii.  242.  407:    Mf 

Theodoret 
Cvma,  bishop  of  Beraa,  140 
— — ,  bishop  of  Trre,  ii.  241,  344 

,  presbvttT  ni  Edewa.  ii.  436.  440,  441 

Cysicos.  28t;.  :i'54.  HitO;  ii.  238.  i^  also 
under  bishops  Eleusius.  Eouomius,  Pro- 
clos,  Diogeues 


Dacia,  33;{,  407.  4.'>4  :  ii.  145 

Dale,  Dr.  U.  W..  72.  75,  94  ;  li.  259 

DiOmatia.  SOI.  33:^ 

Dalmatius.  abbot  at  Cun»tantinopte,  ii.  239* 

825,334.341.372.483 
,  half-brother  of  Comttontine,  147 


Daluiatius.  the  younger,  s<m  of  the  abore, 
147 

,  a  tribune  at  Milan.  489 

DamaKiutf,  heathen  writer,  ii.  195 

,  a  tribune,  jodges  Ibu,  ii.  441 

Damoficus,  309.  523 

Damaflinc  inscriptiong,  475 

Damasus,  pope,  priest,  262 :  pope,  362 ; 
character,  36:^,  364;  377;  Basil.  S8I, 
383 ;  action  on  Antiochene  sebitmt,  386 ; 
accused  by  Isaac,  a  Jew,  395  ;  his  s^nodical 
Tame,  404, 405 ;  synod  against  Macedoni- 
iuiiiD,406 ;  Maxiinus,  414  ;  edict  of  Tbeo- 
dostna,  415;  appeal  of  Priscillian.  423; 
451 ;  appeal  to  ciril  power,  475  ;  en- 
conragement  of  architecture,  art.  and 
literature,  364,  475-477;  writings  476; 
death.  478 ;  erects  ricariate  of  Tbeeaa- 
looica,  407.  454,  ii.  96,  197.  8m  «bo 
Councils  (Roman) 

Dancing.  iL  76,  77,  133 

Daniel,  Egyptian  bishop,  ii.  296.  385 

.  bishop  of  CarrhsB,  ii,  440,  441.  490 

,  priest,  infomittut  of  Cyril,  ii.  390 

,  the  prophet,  ii.  .H41 

Dante,  26 

Danube,  280. 383,  387 ;  ii.  38 

Daphne,  319  ;  ii.  H9,  93 

DanuA,  an  imperial  oflieer,  ii.  305 

Dated  Creed.  267 :  new  editiou  of.  274 
under  Creeds 

Dativns,  an  African  martyr,  13 

Dauphin  V.  80 

David,  517;  ii.  67,476 

,  a  deacon  of  Bdeasa.  ii.  442 

Day  .>f  Sitlenduur  (Eastor  Day),  ii.  80 

Daza.    i^  Maximin 

Deacons  forbidden  to  offer  Eucharist,  29; 
number  restrictiMi,  40 

Decani,  484 

Dccurion,  a  prurincial  town  coanciUor,  47t 
307 ;  ii.  242 

Dedication,  festival  at   Jerusalem.  153* 
58,  185;  council  at  Antioch.  172 

Defensor,  a  OalUc  bishop,  400 

Delator.  »10 

Delos.  ii.  479 

Delphi,  129 

Delphioux.  bishop  of  Bordeaux,  465 
124 

Dcmctrias.  a  Roman  lady,  ii.  177,  178,  IBS 

Demetriu5.  biAhop  of  Alexandria,  61,  118 

.  bishop  of  PesHinus,  ii.  68,  96,  ini.  It 

Deinophilufi,  bishop  of  Bcnca  in  Thrace,  If 
256,  268  ;  translated  to  Constant  inopl 
367,  418,  457.  521 

Demostheue^  imperial  cook,  378, 378 

Deogratias,  bishop  of  Carthage,  ii.  111.  409' 

Departed,  prayen  for  the,  524,  u.  132.  8m 
Diptychs 

Desiaerioa,  bishop  of  Langres,  ii,  125 

Z^sjMCet,  in  Theodare*s  Christolugy,  it.  SM 

Deus  creator  omnium,  492 


Dianius,  bishop  of  CaMarM  in  Cappadocia, 

172,  284 
Dichu.  Irish  chief,  ii.  417 
Dictiniut^,  Spanuh  bishop,  ii.  26 
Didrnius,  a  priect  of  AtexAndria,  242 
' ,  tbeolrj^D  of  AlexADdria,  338,  478. 

481 
ZHo$  !>«,  Mtl :  ii.  25:) 
DiU,  Professor,  297.  471 ;  ii.  24 
Diocesarea.  377 
Diocesan  episcopacy,  28,  99.  109,  255.  406  : 

ii.  9.  132.  148 
Dioctfsu,  civil  meaaing  of.  29^  30,  396,  437 ; 

normal  ecclwiasticul  meaning  of,  1U7,407, 

437.  43S.  ii.  43.  529.  541.  544:  a  more 

restricted  ini-aning  of,  UO 
Diocletian,  cmp(<ror,  1,  2,  C,  12,  20,  50,  63, 

16:1,  '^o%  :ioo,  :w6 

Diodurc,  of  Antiocb.  bishop  of  Tarsus.  198, 

251.   2'.*1  :    ordoioed   priest,    374,    375; 

bishop.  405.  425.  433,  4H4,  440,  454 :  il 

260,  382,  390 
Biogenee.  bishop  in  Syria,  ii.  430 
,  bishop  of  Cyaicaa,  ii.  487.  489,  492, 

518,544 

,  uiiperiol  mesaenger,  239 

DionysiuA.  hi.sbop  of  Alexandria,  55. 57, 1 18 ; 

accepted    Uomooosion,    01 ;    on   Easter, 

101;  178;  use  of  Gloria  Fatri,  197;  ii. 

22 

,  bishop  of  Milan,  228-233, 849,350. 386 

.pope,  178.  2i*l,381 

,  a  count,  at  council  of  Tvre.  13Ckl52 

Exiguus.  104;  ii.  ,M6 

Filoculus.^culptor  at  Rome.  475 

-— ,  tyrant  of  Syracuse.  163 

Dioscaros  (Dioscoros),  bishop  of  Alex&Ddriat 

ii.  428.  42i>.  437.  445.46iJ.471,  472.  510- 

520,  522-524.  526.  527,  529 
Dioscunis,  a  Libyan  bishop,  ii.  68 
.  a  Tall  Brother,  bishop  of  UemiDpolis. 

ii.  5:>-57.  72 
Diospolis  (Lrdda),  ii.  186,  190,  215 
Diptvchs,  ii.'  145,  196,  197.  244,  372.  409, 

423 
Discorus,  befriended  St.  Chrvsoetom,  ii.  91 
Diu,  243 
Dino  (Die),  80 
Division  of  empire,  29,  163.  164,  178,  849, 

407,  463 :  ii.  1 
Docetists,  327 ;  ii.  432 
DodooA,  129 
Uolich«,405 
Dollinger.  Dr.,  237.  262 
D&mine,  quo  radit  f  495 
Domiaica,  irife  of  Valens,  374 
Dominicans,  on  grmce,  ii.  228 
Domitian,  emperor.  49,  164 
Domitianus,  church  steward  of  ConftaaU- 

noplc,  ii.  IH} 
Donminus.  Palestinian  bishop,  ii.  480 
Doiimus  II.,  bLihop  of  Antioch,  ii.  422, 423, 

427-430, 434. 438, 437, 4SB-M1, 443, 445, 


467. 479, 480, 487, 490-492. 498, 524. 534, 
540 
Domnos,  bishop  of  Stridon,  80 
Domus  Faostic,  21,  126 

DonaLiun  of  Constantinc.  the  true,  21, 127 
Donatism.  origins  of,  11-19,206;  appeal  to 
Coustuutine.  20-25.  31-:i3,  206;  council 
of  Arlt*3,  25-28;  temper  and  ideals  of, 
33,  207,  ii.  157.  158,  164;  Donatuu  the 
Great,  i.  207-209 ;  measures  of  Constan- 
tino against,  32.  207,  210,  212;  of 
ConatAHS,  2VI,  214.  334;  re-baptism 
among  Donatist.<{.  -J08,  395,  896,  540.  ii. 
'J2,  irj.  !14,  117,  135,  151;  eucharist, 
212.336;  Donatism  iu  Rome,  208,  895- 
397;  Ariauj  and.  208.  ii.  22;  Dooatist 
outrages.  210.  211,334-336,  ii.  112.  113, 
117,  118,  134,  135,  154,  155;  the  6rst 
CTnioti.  i.  209-214:  under  Julian,  32:1, 
3:H-3:t6;  schiuu  within,  383... .Vl9,  ii.  4, 
109;  African  councils  and,  540.  ii.  107- 
112;  Augustine  and,  3:{0,  ii.  .**,  6,  21, 
*Z2,  110,  113,ll.%116,l:i.'i.  147. 1.^5-157; 
appealatoHonorius,ii.  113,  114.118,134, 
l;i5, 146, 157;  Uws against,  114-118,  i:t5, 
146,  I.H.  2.Vi;  conference  with  CathoUca, 
411.. .146;  its  result,  153-157;  summary, 
157.  158 :  Vincent  of  Lerias  on,  a97 

Douatus,  African  bishop,  335 

.  Donatist  bishop  of  Bagai,  210,  211 

the  elder,  bishop  of  Cui»  Nigras.  16, 

20,  22 

,  African  bishop  and  traditor.  14 

the  Great,  20,  38,  207  ;  his  subordina- 

tjonism,  208,  209 

Dorchester.  188 

Donuitontius  (Vigilantius),  ii.  126 

Dorner.  288 

Dorofitorum  in  Thrace,  311 

Dorotheus,  a  deacon  of  Antioch,  381.  382. 
385 

,  Ariau  bishop  of  Antioch   and  Con* 

stMUtinoplc.  404,  52),  ii.  MO 

,  Kestorianiziug  binhup  of  Marciaoo' 

poUs,  n.  275,  287.  :^00,  3.'>8,  359 

,  a  martTr  at  Nicoroedia,  10 

Doxology.  38,  197,  198,  392,  ii.  105,  278 

Drypia,  ii.  39 

Ducheme,  80.  126,  407,  515 ;  u.  253 

Donbutoiu  ii.  415 


Easter,  method  of  fixing :  early  centuries, 
101 ;  discussed  at  Arlea,  28;  at  Aiexao- 
dria,  56,  70,  142;  at  Nicea,  102;  Celtic 
usage,  101 ;  at  Antioch.  173  ;  at  Sardira, 
188;  among  the  Novatians,  521,  522  :  in 
Africa,  it.  109  ;  Leo  and  Crril,  ii.  421 

Easter  Etc,  ii.  17,40.  71,  7(»,  127 

Ebionism.  68, 94.  406 ;  ii.  :::»6,  266 

Eborioa,  bishop  of  York,  27 
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EcclefriiLstica]     organisation,     fotlows    the 
civil,  103.  390. 437 ;  principle  rejected  at 
Rome,  407.  4S4,  ii.  197 ;  at  ChAlcedoa, 
ii.  539 
Gcdesiuticns,  ii.  130 
EediciDS,  prefect  of  Egypt,  322 
Eclannm  ((Ecnlanuni),  ii.  220. 
BdesBA.  19G.  201,  H08,  :i7X  523 : 
Bdacation  nuder  Julian,  Ulii 
EgTpt,  persecution  in,    10 :    bishops   who 
signed  Alexander's  Tome.  67;  at  Nicwa, 
78.  104:    Melelius  in,  104:   extent  of, 
105:    bishops    in,    118;    obelisk,    12« ; 
monasticism,  131  :  linen  tax.  145  :  corn- 
granttf,   165;    Sardican   letter    to,    189: 
de!»truction    of    the    tf>inples.    529-582 ; 
ChristologT,  il  526,  549 
Egyptian   oilendar:   Pauni,   116;   Piuiphi, 
199;    Mechir,  321,   ii  279;   Meeori,  ii. 
340;  Aihyr,  ii.  351 
Egyptiun  "  Church  Ordinances,"  118 
Klfea,  a  suburb  of  C-onstuntinople,  ii.  238 
Elbe,  u.  304 

Elej^umtine.  frontier  town.  ii.  411 
ElewiniQB.  monk  and  deacon,  ii.  452,  467. 

485 
Eleosis,  sanctuary  of.  80] 
KleosiuCfSemi-Arian  bishop  of  Cvzicus.  260, 
270.  278.274.  281.  286,  3.54.  457.  520 

.  »  Donati«t,  ii.  21 

Eleutheropolis,  542 
Eliakim.  ii.  35ti 
Elijah,  524:  n.  G7,  341 
Elisha.  410. 407 :  ii.  <i7 

,  a  Neetorian  bishop,  ii.  359 

Elmhain,  188 

Elpidius,  an  Illyrian  bishop.  382 

,  bishop  of  Syrian  Laodicea,  ii.  78,  102 

— ,a  Roman  priert.  169, 170 

,  a  count  under  Jalian.  311.  320 

..  count  at  the  Latrociuium.  ii.  472, 479, 

480.  482,  486 

,  a  miaionary  priest  in  Syna.  ii.  94 

.  a  Sponbih  rhetorician,  423 

Elvira  (Illiberis),  235,  285.  397 

Embrun,  ii.  420 

Emerita  in  Spain,  27 

Emeritna.  an  African  confesser.  13 

Emesa,  309,  and  see  under  bishop  Paul 

Bmmannel.    archimandrite    ut    Coujftanti- 

uonle,  ii.  497 
Empire,  diWsiou  of,  29,  IdS,  164,  178,  349, 
407,463:  ii.  1  ;  organization  of.  m«  undvr 
Diocese  and  Prefecture 
Snammia  of  the  Resurrection  at  Jerusalem. 
153.  ii.  58. 185;  council  in  Encnniis  at 
.\Dtioch,  173 
Eucelados,  420 
Encraticm.  37,  524 

Badowment  of  churches  by  Coostantine, 
21,127 


I    Enlightenment,  a  name  for  baptism.  30 

Ennathos,  a  Palestmian  martyr.  10 

Enthusiasts  (Messalians),  ii.  240 

Eparchies,  prorinces  of  the  Empire.  103 

Kphesius,  Luctferian  bishop  of  Rome,  475 

Bphems.  79,   107,   125,  S.'iO;    ~ 

and,  ii.  43-45.  93 ;  council  of,  297; 

bishops  meet,  311-318 ;  first  sesBion,  SlSj 

second  session,  827  :   third  sMsion.  328j 

fourth  and  fifth  sessions,  329 ;  letters  fronj 

council,  329.  330:    sixth   session,   S30i 

dedston  on  Kicene  Creed.  331 ;  serentU 

session,  331 ;    minur  points   and  canons. 

331, 832  ;  influences  at  court.  334  :  arriTal 

of  count  John,  335 ;  funnubrr  of  reunion. 

338:5Uteof  offaimatclofvo.  1^53:  Pclaf;:ian> 

18111,403;  council  of.  449...4;>8,476,  479 

498.  .'tis.  .5.^4^39;  di.spuled  elections  to 

the  see,  537-539  ;  relation  of  the  sec  to 

Constantinople,  5:^9,  541,  542.    Sm  abo 

under  bishops  Menophantus,   AntoaiBos, 

Heraclidee,     Memnon,     Basil,     'Mtriin. 

Stephen 

Epict«tiis.  bishop  of  CentnmceUie,  233,236, 
268 

,  bishop  of  Corinth^  ii.  361,  »ttd  «* 

under  Athanasius 

Epicureans,  ii.  14 

Epipa,  a  city  In  Lydia,  Vu  489 

Epiuhanius,  bishop  of  Salamis,   on 

Meletius,  54, 55 ;  on  parochial  rrittem,^ 
on  Alexander's  letters,  66 ;  on  number 
Nicene  bishops,  77  :  on  misconstmctioa  of 
Homoousion,  91 :  on  E^cr  controTcny. 
100;  his  Heletian  sUme^  115 ;  on  Alex- 
aodei's  cncceaor.  116;  story  of  »  an- 
verted  Jew,  124;  on  St.  Atiianaxina  and 
the  civil  power,  144;  on  St  Athanasiitt 
and  Marcelliu,  218;  un  Aotius,  245;  «o 
the  Anomtnans,  252;  on  the  Homtsaaa, 
2.'iS;  on  Hosius,  204;  on  Aocyran  eooncila 
259 ;  on  Arian  craft,  272 ;  on  SelencUh, 
272 ;  uu  Meletius  of  Antiocfa.  290 ;  oo  Ui 
sermon,  292 ;  oa  heresiea,  330 ;  the  Onwdi 
in  hii  Ancoratoi,  434 :  bif  bop  of  Salwnia, 
454 ;  on  followers  of  Helridina.  529 ;  oa 
Origeniam,  541.  542.  li.  4.  49,  51,  M, 
59,  62-64  :  death  and  character,  65;  Od- 
71,89.  182.  192.538 

,  archdeacon  of  Alexaadna.    it   S72, 

433 

,  bishop  of  Perga,  ii.  485 

.  a  cleric  of  Oinstantinople,  452 

Epiphany,  Festival  of  the.  288.  302.  37S 

Epirua,  454 

Equitius,  an  African  bisboii,  iL  109,  110 

Esdras,  apurrT|>ha]  book  of.  ii.  127 

Esquiline  at  Runie.  362 

Eternal,  meannig.  ii.  179. 18f'> 

Ethelberi,  king  of  Rent.  163;  ii.  116 

Ethiopia,  215.  242 

Ethoarch  (Oenarch),  ii.  198 

Etna,  420 
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tus,  a  tranaUtur  at  Constantinople, 
ii.  250 

Eacharist,  tenna  for:  the  sraaxis,  ii.  349  : 
the  )i;ift«.  ii.  44;  the  ublatioo,  152,  ii. 
276.346;  tho  ublatiouB,  146,  207;  The 
s«cri6c«,  183.  212,  ii.  25,492:  the  blood- 
lenMrrice,  ii.  2D4;  the  Holv  Things,  ii. 
79;  the  mysteries,  i.  3l*.'>,  4 IS.  Wll,  ii. 
S87:  the  mystical  Uble,  ii.  3.'i0:  the 
symbols  of  the  mysterieti,  ii.  57:  the 
mystic  symbols  of  the  Savionr*s  Passion, 
i.  9;  the  cup  of  salvation,  17:  the  mass 
(mu«a),  48.^;  the  Bodr  and  Blood,  ii. 
502:  the  Body  of  the'Lord.  18;;.  3H2, 
ii.  17, 125.  424  ;  the  Blood  of  Christ,  335, 
ii.  79.  125;  Christ  Himself,  28*.):  (of 
deathbed  communion),  the  Viaticum, 
109,  ii.  17.  I2:J 

Church  rules  about  the  Eucharist: 
infants,  ii.  204:  catechumens,  i.  152; 
penitents,  29,  35,  109;  sick  and  dving, 
2U.  loy,  ii.  105,  276;  confcssum.  527: 
fasting,  ii.  20,70,71,  lO.') :  ubsenci-  from, 
173  ;  attendance  vithont  conmiunion.  ii. 
25;  communion  once  or  tnice  a  year,  ii. 
34 

The  Eacharistic  service :  place  of,  ii. 
276;  time  of,  OlS,  ii.  491 ;  frequency  of, 
doily,  ii.  25  ;  Sunday  and  Saturduy/l34, 
244,  540,  ii.  57  :  ou  special  occasions, 
councils,  153, 229.  episcopal  consccratious, 
ii.  491 ;  ministers  of.  29;  vestments  for, 
134.  ii.  70, 105  ;  the  opening  honediction, 
ii.  44;  the  sermon,  i.  212;  the  liturgy 
of  the  foithfuJ,  1.32,  ii.  44  ;  the  Icirs  of 
peace,  ii.  184:  the  prayers,  336.  ii.  184; 
the  episcopal  benediction,  ii.  201 ;  the  in- 
vocation, It.  432;  the  mixed  chalice,  ii. 
20 :  relics  in  connexion  with,  17,  ii.  127  ; 
the  diptychs,  ii.  14."),  196. 1U7,  244,  o72 

Reception  of  the  Eucharist  implviag 
communion,  1,53.  212.  H.il,  Ii.  51,  184, 
275;  rofusal  uf,  implying  breach  of  coin- 
inumon,263,  ii.  93,  99,  276  ;  sacrilegious 
insolto  to  (generally  iinptviog  non-reco)^- 
nition  of  vatiditr),  146,' U!S,  183.  239, 
835,  413,  U.  79.  125;  reservation  of  the 
sacrament,  ii.  17,  57,  79,  424 

The  Fathers  ou  the  Eucharist :  Hilary, 
239 :  Optatufi.  17, 335 ;  Chrysostoin,  ii.  79 ; 
Jerome,  iL  125;  Cyril  of  Alexandria,  ii. 
294,  342,  424.  501 ;  Theodoret,  ii.  432, 
433 :  Leo,  U.  502 

The  Eucharist  in  the  sects:  Donatist 
service  some  as  Catholic  212. 336;  Moni- 
cheans,  512,  513;  Euchites,  5li2;  Arto- 
tyrites,  524;  Priacilliouists,  ii.  25 

Bucherius,  son  of  Stilichn.  ii.  134 

,  bishop  of  Lyon.s  ii.  247 

Euchites,  522  :  ii.  348.     Soealao  HeealionB 

Euchrucia,  a  Priscillionist,  467 

Eudssmon,  a  Mdetion  bishop.  145 

Eud<xni,  wife  of  Theodoeius  II.  ii.  237, 283 


Eudoxia,  Empress,  ii.  28,  38,  39.  42,  47 
feeling  against  St  Chrysostom,  48,  65 
64,  71  ;  obtained  St  Chrysostom's  recall 
73. 74  ;  slatue  of,  76 ;  Herodias,  77 ;  again 
hoetilo,  78:  death.  95 

,  Licinia,  wife  of  Volentinian  III.,  ii. 

5<NI 

Eudoxius.  successively  bishop  of  Antioch, 

Gemianicia.and  Constantinople,  139, 161, 

195.  219;  bearer  of  a  lott^Tto  Eusebius 

of  Vercellic,  228 ;  232. 256-258. 270.  274, 

27S.  281,  283,  286.  341;    influence    on 

Valons.  353,  354,  371 ;  360 ;  death,  367  ; 

the  Eudoxians,  520,  521 
Kuethiui>,  a  phe^t  luid   companion  of  St. 

Chrysostom,  ii.  Hi,  101 
EagL-nius,  deacon  and  papal  representative 

at  Aries.  28 

■,  bishop  of  Heraclea,  ii.  68,  94 

,  master  of  the  palace  at  Milan.  180 

,  usurping  cm]>eror,  536.  537  ;  ii.  136 

Euhemeras,  librarian  to  Julian,  302 
Euippius,  an  Arion  bishop,  371 
Eulaltus,  bishop  of  Amasea,  40G 
- — -,  Arion  bishop  of  Antioch.  141,  250 

.  a  slave  at  Constantinople,  ii.  69 

Euiogi^,  ii.  434 

Eulogiais  bishop  uf  Edessa,  875,  405 

,  bisJiop  of  Cffsarea,  ii.  I8<; 

— -^j  priest  at  Constantinople,  ii.  381 
— ,  priest  at  Edessa.  ii.  43*!.  440 

,  fteacou  of  Constantinople,  ii.  441. 442 

^  secretarr  of  state,  ii.  472.  479.  480. 486 

Eulvsios,  bishop  of  Apamea.  ii.  67,  68,  96. 

101,  102 
Eomolius.  vicarius  of  the  African  provinces, 

82 
Ennomios.  a  bishop  s«nt  from  Borne  to 

Africa,  23 
,  bishop  of  CyzicuH.   251,  262,  286. 

288,342.367:  described, 457  :  banished. 

459.  521,    ii.    30,    127.    240;    followers. 

403.  ii.  38,  239,  242.  254,  255.  2'J9 

,  bishop  of  Nicomedio.  ii.  539 

,  Arian  bishop  of  Samosato,  378 

Enoptius,  bishop  and  friend  of  Cyril,  iL  309. 

34*1 
Euphcmia.  St.,  virgin  and  martyr,  ii.  515 
Euphrates,  bishop  of  Cologne,  192,  216 

river,  44.  78.  378 

Euphratesia,  ii.  38,  242,  365, 377 
Enphration,  bishop   and  correspondent  of 

Eusebius.  66 
Euphronius,  priest  of  Cappadocian  Ciesarea 

and  Arian  bishop  of  Antioch,  141 
Eupsychius,  inartvr  under  Julian,  311 
Ensebia,  wife  of  6oastantiua.  2t;3,  ::01 
Eusebian  party  at  Nirteu.  83,  ^b,  $G 
Eusebius.  a  bishop  sent  from  Constantinople 

to  the  West,  452 

,  a  Lrdian  bishop,  ii.  43,  44, 

.  bishop  of  AncTTft,  ii.  437, 479. 487, 491, 

492.  520,  547 
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Eiucbim,  bishop  of  Bologna,  397,  442 

,   bishop    of    Caesarea,    on    Daxa,  2 ; 

cail^NfittiHfle.'^Melchiadeti,  £;  onchDrches, 
S  ;  hiij  **  Dediciitiuu  '*  semiou,  1) ;  on  Pales- 
tinian  Christians,  10:  ere-n'itn«ts  of 
sacrilege,  12;  bis  voreion  of  Constantiue's 
letter  to  Marcus,  20;  preserves  Con- 
stantine's  letter  to  Chrestus,  26;  cites  an 
anti'Moatanist,  84 ;  on  cutmcils,  42 ;  ou 
Licioian  persecution.  4^  ;  eulogy  ou  Con- 
•taiitiuc,46;  on  Friday,  48;  uu  Chri'ttiau 
hopes,  48 :  on  ChriatiAn  govemorHbtps,  4U ; 
CO  overthrow  of  templea,  30 ;  on  edict  to 
provincials  nf  the  East,  .50,  51  ;  abelteriHl 
Arius,  61 .  65  ;  letter  from  Alexander,  62 ; 
his  doctrinal  position, 66,  tj6,I>7,  !»«,  139, 
170 ;  letter  to  Eaphration,  ^ ;  blamed  by 
Alexander,  G7 ;  Constantine's  letter  to 
Alexander  and  Arius,68 ;  ou  Constaatiue 
at  Nicaea.  84.85;  his  creed,  8B ;  quotes 
Asatolios  on  Easter,  101, 102  ;  on  number 
of  Nicene  bishops,  77 ;  on  Nicene  council, 
78 ;  at  Niciea,  78, 97 :  on  close  of  Nicene 
council,  110  :  on  Meletlan  affairs,  115  ;  on 
Coostantine'a  exploration  in  Palestine, 
12(>-]23  ;  hisTheophania,  122;  on  death 
of  St.  Helena,  124 :  on  Constantine's  de- 
struction uf  idolalr)',  125;  ou  Coniitantj- 
Dople,  128,  129;  accused  by  Eostathiaa, 
139  ;  at  Jerusalem  cooference,  140  ;  pro- 
posed for  Antioch,  141  ;  on  inaKic,  147  ; 
taunted  by  Potaminoo,  149  ;  on  "*  Dedica- 
tioa"  at  Jerosalem,  153;  summoned  by 
CoDsUntine,  154 ;  attacked  by  Marcellus, 
1,'j7.  158 :  baptized  ConsUntine,  1G2 ; 
death  and  "Confession/'  170:  on  Con- 
stantine's  Church  at  Antiuch,  172;  177; 
on  Abgar's  letter.  201  ;  on  Pcntia,  2u2 ; 
ou  non-scriptural  terms,  249 ;  on  Prov. 
riii.  22.. .291;  on  Edesaa,  ii.  244;  used 
the  term  "  Theotocos."ii.  263 :  on  Ebion- 
ites  and  Theodotus,  ii.  *J66;  his  ifOtory 
translated  bv  Ru&nus,  ii.  305 

,  bishop  ol  Ciesarea  in  Cappadocia,  356 ; 

at  Tyaua,  359 ;  relation  to  Basil,  369 ; 
death,  370 

• ,  birthijp  of  Chfllcis,  40.'> 

,  bishop  of  Dorvlreum,  ii.  265,446,  447, 

449-^64,  479,  481,  486,  487.  498,  506, 
517.  518,  520,  545,  547 

,   hifihop  of    Nicomedia  and  then  of 

Constantinople,  adviser  of  Coostautiue, 
44,  68 ;  friend  of  Ariua,  62 ;  letter  to 
Paulinus  of  Tyre.  65,  90;  embittered  by 
Alexander.  67;  at  Nic«a,79, 85, 8«>.  97, 98, 
1H9:  displeased  Constantine.  119;  re- 
called, 136-139;  oppoeed  by  Eutropios, 
141  :  animosity  a^auut  St.  Athanasina, 
144.  149 ;  sununonod  by  Constantino, 
154 :  attacked  br  MarceHus  157 : 
threatened  Alexanoer  of  Bytantium, 
159;  oppoaed  biibop  Paul.  161;  mi- 
pressed  Constantios,  161,  165 ;  action  of 


his  party,  169-173  ;  death  and  character, 
179 :  consecrated  t'lphilas.280 ;  oducated 
Julian,  295 
Eusebius,  bishop  of  Pelusiuni,  ii.  423     

,  bishop  of  Samosata.  291. 293, 370. 378, 

391   405 

,  'bishop  of  Vercellaj.  226.  232.  285, 

323,  a28,  329,  3:U.  397:  ii.  15 

^  minister  of  Coustantius,  IG3,  233 

,  a  consul  in  35l>...266 

,  a  deacon  of  Constantinople,  li-  84 

,  an  advocate,  correspondent  of  Theo- 

duret.  ii.  438 

,  a  papal  messenger,  ii.  54 

,  a  neopUtonist,  2t)7 

,  one  of  the  Tall  Brothers,  ii.  55,  56 

Eustathius,  a  bishop  at  au  Ulvriau  Council, 
:t82 

.bishopof  Autioch.on  number  of  Niccai 

bishops,  77 ;    at  Nicwa,  78,  80,  86,   87. 
94,  107,  139;  transbted  to  Antioch  from: 
Bercca,    138 ;    accused    o(    Sabelliao 
139;  177;  banished  to  Thrace,  140;  hia 
followers,  197,  3*24, 1128,  ij.  39.  196 

,  bishop  of  Bcrvtus.  ii.  441,  443,  479, 

482.  490.  491,  505,  519.  520,  528,  534, 
536 

,  bishop  of  Sebasie,  260,  270.  274,  278» 

281,  290.  357, 358.  :^i>,  36ti.  ^9,  ;'i9(>.  5:^4 

-.  bishop  of  Sidoa.  ii.  H32 

Ru.<(torh)um,  lady  friend  of  Jerome,  478, 48Xi 

Kustorgios,  bishop  of  Milan.  79 

Eutherius,  hishoj)  of  Tyana,  ii.359.:{65,3TA 

Eutliymins,oneof  thcTatl  Brothers,  ii.  55,M 

Eutrupius,  chamberlain,  ii.  28,  38. 40-42, 6» 

,  a  chanter  of  Constantinople,  ii.  87 

.  bishop  of  Uadriauople,  141 

,  a  Maretliinian  priest  of  Constiintinople, 

521  :  ii.  2:^9 

,  a  meMenger,  ii.  451 

EatTcheK.i  1.164, 334;  tirst  historical  mentus 
of,  372 ;  not  a  theologian.  433 :  accused 
of  ApoUiuarianisui,  434 ;  supportad 
accQsen  of  Ibas,  440 :  in  roar  448... 44^ 
449;  summoned  to  council  at  Constanti- 
nople, 450;  451-454;  attendance  and 
condemnation.  455-460;  his  exact  p<Ai- 
tion,  460.  461  :  consequences  of  tlia 
oouDCil,  462-46-1 :  appeal  for  general 
conncU,  466  ;  petitions  for  inquiry,  467- 
469:  at  Latrocittium.  479. 481-485:  4M, 
506:  Leo  on,  507,  509;  at  Chalcedou, 
518.519 

Eutychianism,  condemned  by  aaticipatioa 
by  St.  Cyril,  ii.  384;  truth  to  be  de- 
fended against,  414;  iU  rise.  430-^i3t; 
Tbeodoret  on,  432, 433  ;  its  snceeaa,  437- 
445 :  the  Council  of  Cuostantinopla,  Hft- 
462  ;  Ler,  on,  463-465.  472^77  ;  at  tJb* 
Latrocinium,482,483:  the  **  breviculna,'" 
489  ;  associated  with  Mauicheituism.  501, 
517;  view  of  the  Coptic  Church,  516; 
the  Council  of  Cbalcedon.  528-533 
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Eut^cliianiis  of  ThessaJonica,  188 
Eutychius,  patriarch  uF  Alexandria,  117, 118 

.  a  EunurDion,  521 ;  ii.  2^ 

Euzoius,  au   adhoreai  uf  Ariu5«   61»  143; 

ma^i™  bishctp  of  Antitich,  2W3 ;  baptized 

Cuastantjus,  302 ;  320,  324,  341,  3T7 
Evagrios,    Eastathian    biafaop  of  Antioch, 

5a5-627 :  ii.  39, 196 

.  b):ibop  of  Coustautiuople,  367,  408 

.  Church  histurian,!!.  141.  :113, 411.  fi04, 

515.521,534 

,  prefect  of  Egypt,  532 

Evasa,  ii.  5:{8 

E>-odiug,  bishop  of  Uxala,  ii.  114,  180,  227 

,  pnetohaa  prefect,  4t>tj,  467 

Exarch,    107.   378,   437;    of  Cappadocian 

Cmurea.  370.  ii,  313:  of  Thraciui  U«n< 

clea,  43'J,  ii.  240;   of  Epheaiu,  u.  312, 

326 ;  of  Antioch,  ii.  442 
Exet«r,  188 
Ejtitoviologetui,  ii.  12 
Exokiooiuu  (Exuluouiuiu),  suburb  of  Con* 

staatinople,  ii.  46, 834 
Exorcista,  28 
Expositor.  Theodore  the.  ii.  161,  390.  392, 

436 
Exoperius,  bishop  of  Toulouse,  ii.  122,  125 
Ezekiel,  207,  517 


Fabiola,  frieud  of  St.  Jerome,  Ii.  123 

Fubius.  A  PcUgiatiizing  bishop,  ii.  221,  276    1 

Focandiui.  blahop  of  Herimaue.  iL  317,  498     ' 

FalUthe,  ii.  181,201 

Faair,  a  CircumceUiou,  210 

Fasting,  tuaching  on,  142,  423,  613-515. 
524  ;  befuro  cuiomiuiion,  iL  20,  71 ;  after 
Pcntecttst,  ii.  147 

Fathers,  appeal  to;  iu  the  Ariaa  contro* 
veray,  L  73, 273, 456 ;  for  and  agaiiist  the 
term"  Homoonsion,"  91,97:  bjPfllagiaa, 
ii.  176;  against  Fe]agius,ii.  223;  against 
Nestorius.  ii.  257 :  for  the  "  Theotocoe," 
ii.  263;  hj  a  Roman  syuud,  ii.  288;  bj 
the  Council  af  Eph«su8,  ii.  322,  899; 
against  the  Cyrilline  articles,  ii.  348: 
by  John  of  Antiocb,  ii.  389 ;  in  defence 
of  Theodore,  ii.  392 ;  by  Eusebiua  of 
Dorylwum,  ii.  447;  at  Chalcodoii.  by 
Diosconu.  ii.  520 ;  br  the  imperial  com- 
misnoners,  U.  520 ;  by  bishop  CecropiuK, 
ii.  521 

Kausta,  wife  of  Coiwtaiitine.  21 

,  the  basilica  of,  at  Milan,  229,  496 

Fansta*.  DumuN.     See  Latcr&n 

Faustinas,  Roman  Luciferian,  nn  Liherins, 
257;  memorial  io  Theodosius,  331,  475, 
5tO 

,  bishop  of  Potontia,  ii.  24S-252 

Fanstua.  abbot  at  C-onstantinopte,  ii.  476, 
497, 502,  513 


Faostos  the  Manichean,  493 ;  a  24,  131 
Favohnus,  a  "  sophist  "  of  Aries,  26 
Felicisaimus,  a  general  of  Constantins,  223 
Felicitas,  St.,  African  martyr,  ii.  405 
Felix,  local  saint  of  Nota,  5S9  ;  il.  4,  139 

,  martyr  at  Milan,  229. 496 

,  African  bishop  and  nutrtyr,  12,  13 

,  bishop  of  Aptunga.  17, 23-25, 33, 206 : 

ii.  21.  153 

,  anti-pope,  236.  362,  HG4 

,  bishopof  Treees,  469. 515. 516;  ii.  124 

,  deacon  of  Carthage,  16 

,  Douaiist  fauatic.  H35 

,  Manicheaa  in  Africa,  ii,  131 

,  name  of  two  monks  of  Hadrumetum, 

ii.  227 

,  apostate  officer  under  Julian,  311,320 

Festal  epintlee  of  St.  Athana^ius,  142,  1(»5, 

168.  16;»,  170:  of  St.  Cvril,  ii.  27'2,  363 
Finlay,  472  ;  ii.  237 
Firmos,  bishop  of  Cxsarea,   ii.   240.  301, 

313,  319,  343,  354,  359.  367,  410.  411 
Flacillfl,  Empress.  458,  504 
Flacillus,  Anan  bishop  of  Antioch,  141, 149, 

173 
Flaria  Domitilla,  49 
Fbvian,  bishop  of  Antioch,  198,  251,  291  ; 

ordained  priest,  374,  ,S75;   404;  bishop, 

429. 451, 523,  52G  ;  ii.  4,  39.  82. 196.  260, 

299 
—-,  bishop  of  Constantin<n>le, 436;  ii.434, 

440, 441, 446-475. 480-482. 4«4-l88, 489, 

497.  505-507.  ->IS,  519.  527,  532 

.  an  iVlcxaudrian.  ii.  274 

,  bishop  of  Philippi,  ii.  289,  313,  319, 

34:1 

,  prefect  of  Egypt,  355 

,  prieUirian  prefect  of  Italy,  it'Jl 

Flenry,  ii.  26,  157,  159,  182 
Florence,  ii,  120 

Florentius,  Eonomian  bif>hop  of  Constanti- 
nople, 408 

,  bishop  of  Puteoli.  395 

-,  lay  assessor  at  council  of  44S,  ii.  455, 

457,  4Sfl,  460.  467-46y 
,  bishop  of  Sardis,  ii.  447.  491,  505. 

521,  544 
.a  Western  bishop  and  correspondent 

of  Theodoret.  ii.  50lt 
Floras,  an  attendant  on  Chrestna  at  Ar]e«t,  28 

,  a  Pelagianizing  bishop,  ii.  221,  276 

,  monk  of  Hadrumetum,  ii.  227 

Foclut,  in  Ireland,  ii,  416 
FoUee  (3000  foUes  =  £18,000).  8 
Form  of  a  servant,  St.  Hilary  on.  238 
Fortutiatian,  bishop  of  .\qtiileia.  195,  255 
Fortanatu.s,  a  Manichean,  li,  5,  131 
Fortune,  pagan  imago  of,  309 ;  temple  of, 

311 
Fortnne-tellers.  ii.  84 
Fortuuios.  Donatist  bishop  of  Tubonica,  ii. 

21.  22 
Forum.    See  Borne  and  Constantinople 
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^H             Froaks,  the.  307.  586 

andria  and  Aretbusa,  65.  139.  140.  141,      , 

^H              Frederick  11.  of  Pruuia,  43,  309 

181,  185,  199.  258,  270,  292,  293              ^d 

^H              FreewiU.  ii.  159 

Georgia,  130                                               ^H 

^H              Friiky.  48.  240 

German,  St.,  of  Auxcrre,  ii.  334,  246,  4l|^H 

^^H              Frigidos.  river  near  Aquileia,  537 

417, 420                                                      ^1 

^^1              Friti^ra,  Gothic  chiel*.  S79.  387 

Geruianicia.  181,  195,  405,  ii.  377,  :i80     ^H 

^^H              Fritigil.  queen  of  the  MarconunQi,  ii.  18 
^^1              FritiU  (FritLjaei>,  bi»hup  of  Uemclea,  ii.  1^40. 

Germanns,  priest  of  Constantinople,  ii.  tiS.I^H 

.  deacon  of  C<)ustantinople,  ii.  452      ^H 

^H 

GermaoT.  217.  ii.  13;  German  invasions  l^H 

^^^1              Fundanos,  an  African  bishop,  13 

Spain,  ii.  145                                             ^H 

^^H             Faneral  psalm,  ii.  106 

Genninius.  bearer  of  a  letter  to  Eiuehitri^^ 

^■^            FiiniL  in  Africa,  13 
^^^^^      FoMBla,  near  Hippo,  ii.  251,  252 

of  Vcrcellie.  228 

-^— ,  bishop  of  Simimm,  253,  268              ^J 

G«roatiuH,  bishop  of  Nicomedia,  ii.  45       ^H 
,  prefect  of  Egypt,  n2t                           ^H 

^^T^ 

.  monk  at  Constantinople,  ii.  518        ^H 

Oervasius,  Milanese  martyr,  496                  ^H 

^H             OabaU,ii.  4ii 

QtAa  de  nomine  Aateii,  U.  48!)                     ^H 

^H             Oainw.  a  Goth,  ii.  3.  41-44.  515 

Getw,  li.  H.'i                                                  ^^1 

^H              OaiMric,  388  \  ii.  138,  231.  304,  403,  404, 

Gibbon  on  Diocletian,  1  :  on  Coastaatinl^^l 

^H                  406 

gift  to  CncUian,  8 ;  on  the  Can5tnBti^^| 
house,  41  ;  on  the  election  of  St.  Atlui^^H 

^B              GalaU  (Gatates),  kob  of  Valens  H74 

^H              GaUtia.  3-1.  78.  317.  524  ;  ii.  192 

sins,  117:  on  Byiantine  history,  130  ;  ^^H 
the  appeal  of  St.  Athonasius  1.52;  ^H 

^^H              Galatius,  a  traditor  of  letters  of  salutation,  24 

^^H               Galerios,  emperor,  true  originator  of  last 

C«>cilian*s  case.  207:   on  Hoiuoioiino^^l 

^^B                  pentecution,  1 ;  death,  %  182 ;   and  Li- 

248 ;  on  St.  HUary,  254.  282  ;  un  Mid^H 

^^B                  cinius.  4.  41  ;   and  Maximtn,  4.  7:   his 

of  Arethiisa,  308 ;  on  Julian,  909,  SS^^H 

^H                    policy,  7.  304  ;  ii.  515 

^^H              Galileaoa.  Julian's  name  for  Christians,  SOS. 

nn  Jovian.  :H1 :  on  honexty  of  St.  Jerocq^H 

385 ;   on  Gratian.  403 :  on  elevation  ^^H 

^H                  304 

Thflodosius,  407 ;  on  St  Qregurr  Nazia^H 
sen,  432 :  on  Anrelius  Srinmachua,  -<7l|H 
on  Theodofiius  and  the  Gothic  war,  503?^ 

^^B              Galla,  6ist«r  of  Valentinian  II.,  508 

^H              Galla  Placidia.  it  i:^,  240,  500.  501 

^^H              Gallienns,  emperor,  edict  of,  7 

on  Theophilos.  528;  panegyric  on  Th«o- 

^^H             Oallinana,  399 

donios,  543 ;  on  Arcadins  and  Htmoritts. 

^^m              Gallula  Roma,  Aries,  2ti 

ii.  2 ;  on  Hippo,  4 ;  on  St  Chrraoatom, 

^H              Gallos  Cieaar.  -.^62. 295.  300,  301,  319 

77,  78,  92 :  on  Pulchena,  236 :  on  N*- 

^^H              GaiiuUiel.  Jewi.ih  patriarch,  ii.  193 

tonus,  2.56  i  on  Gaisc-ric,  401 ;  on  letter  of 

^H             Gaagra,  79. 260,  389 

Theodoret.  408 :  on  Chrvsaphiiu.  502           , 

^H              Oarbia.  208 

Gibraltar,  str&its  of.  ii.  304                  ^^^^ 

^^1              Oargilian  Baths  at  Carthage,  ii.  147 
^H              Gamier,  u.  264,  271,  273,  285 

Qilb<^>a.  Mount,  ii.  59                            ^^^^1 

Gildu  thf  Moor,  ii.  21                             ^^^^1 

^^B             Oandentitu,  biihop  of  Breacia,  538 ;  ii.  4, 98 

**Give  what  Tbon  cominaadest,*"  ii.  163  ^^M 

^H             ,  biihop  of  Naiuiu.  184, 186 

Qloria  in  Exoein$.  ii.  394                               ^H 

^^H              .  a  palace  officer,  144 

aioHn  Pntri,  :t8,  l'.>7.  198.  392.  ii.  275      ^M 

^^H              Gaul,  represented  at  Nicva,  80  :  orthodoa, 

Glorius,  a  Donatist,  ii.  21                              ^H 

^^H                   112  :  Condition  of  Catholic.\  230  :  repre- 

Gnmticism,  73,  89,  251.  524                         ^M 

^^H                  seated  at  Ariminum.  268 ;  letlem  tu,  from 

Golden  Horn  at  Constantinople.  159          ^H 

^^H                    Aquileia,  444  ;  relition  Xa  R^mie,  ii.  121- 

Golgotha,  121                                                 ^M 

^^H                  123,  145,  419;  couditiou  uf   the  church 

Good  Fridar.  168,  205 ;  ii.  17|  40.  13i       ^B 

^H                    in,  ii.  124-126,  246,  247,  :ivi6-3<n( ;  Pela- 

Shepherd.  129                                       ^M 

Gore,  bishop,  93 :  ii.  413                            ^M 

^H                 gian  questioa  in.  U.  280-284.  391M03. 

^^H                  fijae  alco  CouDcili 

Gortyna.  ii.  313                                             ^H 

^H              Guta,  12.  125,  141.  177.  181.  308  :  ii.  38 

Gospel,  hook  of  the,  404.   ii.  9,   194:  ^H 
bphesus.  ii.  318:  at  Cbalccdon.  u.  .SI^H 

^^H              Gelaiiius.  bishop  ofCn^area,  425 

^^H              of  Cyaicuii.  htatortan,  81 

^^H               ,  pope,  535 ;  ii.  475 

OothofM,376 

^^1               Gvnarch  (ethnarch),  li.  193 

Gothii,  in    relation   to  the   Empire  :    AnI 

^H               Genethlius,  bishop  of  Carthage,  5:^ 

immigration    in   S4B...280;  finrt  wir  «l 

^^H              Gcnaadios  of  Marseilles,  it.  165.  3tl9 

Valens    against,    in    367...S60 ;    Mcmd 

^^H              George  of  Cappiidocta.Arlun  bishop  i>fAJex- 

immigration   in    376.. .387;   second  w 

^H                  andri^  241.  266.  270.  274,  :tln.  :t45 

of  Valens  and  battle  of  Hadriaaople  is 
STB.. .379:  third   immi^raticin  iti  SM  „ 

^^H               ,  Arian  at  Constantinople,  11.  140 

^^H              ,  bishop  of  Laodicca,  priest  at    Alex- 

503;  taken  into  the  imperial  wrviee.  i88L 

Index, 
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503.    ii.    3.   41-48,    110,  805:    overrun   [ 
Balkan  pealnsulu,  ii.  3;  Greece,  it,  113; 
Italy,  ii.  119-121,  139:  siege  and  captuio 
of  Rome.  ii.  135-138 

Gothe.  In  rc'tation  to  the  Church :  bishop 
Thcophilus,  79,  280 :  pentecution  of 
Christian  Ootha.  280.  503;  bishop  Ulphi- 
ks  and  the  Gothic  Bible,  280  :  Ulphilits 
and  his  converfs  Arians,  280,  387 ; 
Catholic  Goths,  387,  ii.  38.  tO.  93.  "JfiQ  ; 
Ariui  Goths  at  Milan,  i.  483  ;  at  Constan- 
tinople, ii.  38,42^43;  bishop  Maximlti, 
305 

in  Spain  (Visigoths),  71.  334.  388 ;  ii. 

179 

Grace,  irresistihle.  ii.  19,  217.  218,  228; 
early  teaching  of  Pelagins,  ii.  163 ;  Pela- 
i^an  sonseA  of,  ii.  181,  201,  202;  pre* 
venienU  230,  232 

Gratian.  384,  3»r.,  4tt2,  403 ;  ecclesiastical 
legiitlation,  306.  397;  relation  to  pa- 
ganisiu,  397:  edict  of  Meration,  403; 
^r.t  cancelled,  415;  edict  against  Fris- 
cillianists,  423 ;  441  ;  death.  460,  461  ; 
request  for  his  bodv,  ."iOl 

Ontns.  bishop  of  Carthage,  208,  209 :  ii.  252 

Grocianus,  a  bishop  ui  Ariniinom.  2G8,  2C9 

Grwce,  78 :  and  see  Achoiu 

Greek,  translation  into.  Con stan tine's  letter, 
20;  Orosina  at  Council  of  ]>io8polis,  ii. 
184;  Celefftine's  letter,  ii.  327;  Leo's 
letters,  ii.  476.  495 ;  trazialatioii  from,  tea 
Latin  and  Syriac 

Gregorr  of  Cappadocio,  Ahan  biabop  at 
Ak-x'andria,  167.  168.  176,  181,  184.  189, 
195.238:  ii.  193 

the  Illuminator,  bishop  of  Aiinenia, 

79.  112,  131 

,  bi.vhop  (jf  Elvira,  285,  510 

,  hishop   of  XaziansuB,  father  of  St. 

Gregiiry  Naaiauzen,  79,  284,  370 

-~— ,  St.,  Nasi&nzen,  condemned  p<«tpone- 
ment  of  baptism,  39;  on  councils,  42, 
449-451,  470,  ii.  527;  on  number  of 
Nicene  bishops,  i.  77  :  his  father.  79 :  on 
St.  Athanasius,  117,  142.  199,  376:  on 
results  of  ArisjiisiD,28t  ;  on  Jalian,  21(5- 
297.  311,  340;  at  Athens,  311  ;  on  the 
Labarum.  312 ;  on  the  portent  at  Jerusa- 
lem. 317;  on  Julian^  reaction.  339;  on 
death  of  ecclcnaatics  under  Valeiu,  868 ; 
on  St.  Basil,  368,  389;  on  death  of 
Eiisebius,  370 ;  on  Modestus  and  St. 
Bo^il.  372  ;  on  Valcns  at  Oassarea,  37S; 
on  Ensebios  of  Samosuta.  378  ;  on  jVrian 
persecution,  379  ;  bishop  yf  Sfliinia,  391. 
ii.  538;  on  Ahans  of  Constantinople,  i. 
408;  at  Constantinopk',  222.  409,  410: 
his  preaching  there.  41 1, 412 :  thivilogical 
discourses.  416-418;  enthronement,  419. 
li.  31  ;  admiai^ratinn,  i.  421  ;  at  council 
of  year  861. ..^25:  resignation.  430.  ii.  28; 
work,  i.  431-133  :  on  Nictne  Creed,  43a 


437 ;  against  Apoltinahanisni,  447-449, 
ii.  260,322;  taught  St.  Jerome,  i.  454; 
death.  520;  uses  "  Theotocos,"  ii,  263; 
on  the  Atonement,  ii.  269:  usee  *' two 
natures,"  ii.  461 :  cited  %»  an  authority, 
li.  210,  258.  322.  447.  520,  521 

Gregory  the  Great,  pope,  ii.  8,  157,  413, 
475, '628 

,  bishop  of  Neocaesarea,  37.  .'^,  .388 ;  ii. 

8,447 

,   bishop    of    Nyssa ;    on   Gregory  of 

Neocffisarea,  38 :  on  Enuomius,  251 ;  on 
Demosthenoi,  373 ;  378 ;  on  St.  Ba^il, 
393:  on  Arian  talk.  4(»9;  425;  funeral 
sermon  on  Meletiu9,  426 ;  440.  481,  542  ; 
ii.  4,  260,263,323, -147 

.  bishop  of  Tours.  27.  401  ;  ii.  508 

,  chief  of  police.  240 

— — (  pr£etorian  prefect  of  Italy.  209 

,  presbyter  and  biographer  of  Gregory 
Nazi&nze'n,  409 

the  Seventh,  pope,  ii.  105,  413 

.  uncle  of  St.  Basil.  S88 

Guizot,  ii.  159 

Gwatktn,  Professor,  his  phrase  a  "deini-gfKl,'* 
72 :  00  Nicene  issue.  92 :  on  Dedication 
Creed,  175  ;  oo  date  of  attempted  ra^iture 
of  St.  Athanasius.  240 ;  on  St.  Athanafius 
and  C-onstantius.  245;  on  Anomoeana, 
292;  OD  Endoxius,  257;  on  Jorian,  340 

Grmnasios,  a  bishop  opposed  to  Chmottom, 
ii.  71 


Haheo,  ted  mm  do,  12 

Habesh  (Abyssinia).  215 

Hadrioii.  ein(>cror,  26 

I.,  jKjpe,  475 

,  praslorian  prefect  of  Italr,  ii.  114 

>ladriflnf>ple,  84.  141.  181.  191,  197,  27n, 
:i70,  394,  402.  416 

Hadriatic  267  ;  ii.  3 

Hadrumctom.  ii.  227 

Hittums,  191 

Hainan,  ii.  1D3 

Hampton  Court  conference,  ii.  455 

Haram  (St.  Jerome),  ii.  200 

Hordwrick,  archdeacon,  li.  219 

Harpoeration.  deacon  >A  Dioscorus,  iL  489 

Haruapiccs.  47 

Hawarden.  Dr..  72 

Hearers,  an  order  of  pemtents.  35.  39,  109 

Heart  of  V^dfoeAiVm,  ii.  515 

Hebdonion,  a  suburb  of  Constantinople,  ii. 
63.  2:r7,  451 

Hebrews,  the  G<«pel  according  tu.  ii.  207 

Hefele  on  Easter,  101;  on  saburbicarian 
chorches.  105;  on  Sordicau  letter  to 
Julius,  189;  on  state  of  affairs  in  year 
353.. .226 ;  on  date  of  ordination  of 
Aetius,  251 ;  on  Liberius,  256.  262 ;  on 
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Coiutantiiio^ftilitAu  canons,  488;  on  order 
of  events  at  Epheaus,  ii.  ^40 ;  on  the  fifth 
session  at  Cfamlcedoa,  ii.  52^,  532 
Hekebo1in8,296.  34IH,  HIl 
Helena,  St.,  120-124,  ]40  ;  ii.  533 

,  wife  of  Julian,  302 

Hel«ne.  a  town  in  BOQthern  Gaul.  2lf> 
Heleniana  (church   of  the  Uolv  Cross  at 

Rome).  127 
Hcliopolis.  125.  308.  377 

Hciitrti.  aoo,  30e,  31l» 

Uellodius,  deacon  and  adherent  of  Arias,  f!l 

.  bishop  of  Cuppadoeian  Ca^sarea,  425. 

440 ;  ii.  45 

,  bishop  of  Ptolemais,  ii,  344 

,  bishop  of  Tarsus,  ii.  241,  358,  365, 

378,  388 

,  pagan  priest  and  grauunahau.  531 

Helvidiuft,  477,  323,  52fi 

H«no«<s.  ii.  265 

Henry  VITI..  38 

Heraclas,  bishop  of  Alexandria,  1 18 

Hemclea  in  Egypt,  78.  149 

in  Pontus.  '^63 

—  10  Thrace.  79. 107, 179,219,  353.439; 

ii.  44.  240.  .HI 
U«-ac)iaa,  count,  ii.  I.'jG.  174 
Heraclidas,  Egj^tlan  btnhop.  510 
Ueraclides,  bishop  of  Ejihesuji.  ii.  45,  70, 
r2,  102 

,  an  imperial  steward,  8 

QeracUus,  bishop  of  Hippo,  ii.  9 
Heztnles,  281.  537  :  li.  24.  93 
Herenas.  a  Prise illianist  btiitiop,  ii.  :^6 
Heretical  baptism,     ^e  Baptiani 
Heretics,  action  of  the  folate  at^ost : 

Laws  (not  alwavs  meant  to  be  put  in 
execution,  113,  4*59,  ii.  254,255);  Oon- 
■tantlne.  325  (ArianK)...113;  Orati&n. 
39t;.  397  :  37B  (EunomiEns,  Phutinions. 
Manicb.>ans)...403:  Ang.  S,  879.. .415; 
3S1  (Priscilliani5ts),..423;  Theodoiiai. 
Feb.  28,  8W)...4I.'»;  Jan.  10,881  (Pho- 
tinians,  Ahans.  Eanomiam). .  .422  :  382 
(Blanichean9)...513 ;  Jtily  25. 388  (Euno- 
mians,  Arious,  MAcedooians,  Manirbeans. 
Encratit«8)...459,  524;  S«pt.  3.  383 
(ApoUinarians)...4S0;  early  in  388 
(Apolbaariaas)....'»24 :  June  14.  388... 
524;  June  16,  3B8...525:  Aug.  8,  886 
(Arianfl>...525;  389  (Euiiomiau!i}...o25 ; 
3B9  (Manicheaiis)....'il3,  .525:  ii.  114; 
AiMdiua.  396.. .ii.  H,  191  :  March,  398 
(Kunnmian«j...ii.  38:  Honorina,  Feb.  12. 
406  (Minicheans,  Douatist&)...ii.  114, 
115;  408  (DoaatisU>,..ii.  135;  Aug.  25. 
410  (OoaitistB)...ii.  146:  Jan.  30,  412 
(Donatists)...ii.  154:  Theodoiini  II. 
fEaoomUiu),  ii.  254 :  May  :tO.  428  (a. 
Bonomiaai,  Montanisfs,  Maroionit«s, 
Meanliana,  Donatirts.  PaalUnitfts,  fiCani- 
clMttas;  h.  Arians,  Macedonians,  Apolli- 
nariuis:  «.  NoTatian5)...ii.  255;  Aug.  3. 


436  (Nestorians)„.ii.  387:  449  (i 
Ne6tarianj;)...ii.  492,  494 

Pen&ltira  employed :  coniiacatJoa  of 
books  (325.  etc.).. .118.  ii.  387,  494;  of 
churches  (Gratian,  etc.).. .396.  397,  422; 
ii.  154,  I'JI ;  of  houses  used  %a  chnrches 
(883).. .i.  459;  banishment  from  Bame 
(Gratian,  etc.).. .397,  513,  ii.  211;  exile 
(817.  etc.).. .32.  214,  334,  423.  459, 
ii.  115.  154;  fines  (Theodosius,  etc.)... 
114.  115.  154.  ::.~)6;  emancipation 
slaves  (406).. .11.  114;  beatings  (412).. 
ii.  154;  disqualification  for  guvernini 
senice  (395.  ftc.%..ii.  4,  254;  disqualif 
cation  for  bequeathing  property  (^ 
etc.)...L  hV^,  525;  doqaalincstion 
inheriting  property  (Theodosias,  etc).. 
ii.  114,  254;  disqualitication  for  gii 
CTidenre,  acquiring  giftJ,  making 
tracts  (405)... ii.  11. "> 

Acts  specially  forbidden  :  religiona  dt^ 
CQSsions  (381.  etc)...422, 525 :  ■awtnhHw 
for  worship  (378,  etc.).. .403,  459,  U. 
25.'i.  387:  inside  cities  (881.  etc.).. .4^ 
ii.  -.'55;  m  saburhs  (889)., .i.  525: 
nations  (3B3.  etc.)...45!>,S24.  iL  3, 

Herniugeues,  bishop  of  Ciesarea  in 
docia,  95 

,  a  general,  179.  180,  222 

(Hjniienaaus),  ii.  151 

Herod  the  Great,  ii.  193 

Herodias.  ii.  77 

Heroe.  bishopof  Aries,  ii.  185,  200,  90fl^! 

Hesychius,  a  deacon  and  envo/  to 
166 

,  count,  181 

Hierapulis,  ii.  242 :  and  aee  Alexander ' 

Hierax,  u  schoolmaster  at  Alexandiin, 
11)3 

Hilurius,  a  Sicilian  and  correspondent  «l 
Augustine,  ii.  174.  180,  187 

Hilarw},  deacon  and  papal  representaUve  at 
the  Latrocininm,  ij.  472,  480,  482,  408, 
489, 495 

UiUrr.  St.,  bishop  of  Aries,  27;  u.  SSS» 
247.419-421 

,  a  deacon  of  Borne  and  Laciferiaii«  SM. 

232.  331 

,  a  layman  in  Oaul  and  correspondent 

of  Augustine,  ii.  231.  234,  401 

,  a  notarv,  240 

,  St..  biuop  of  Poitieii,  on  nmnbor  at 

Xicene  bishops,  77 ;  on  H< 
on  Arian  creeds,  93 ;  on  the 
Autioch,  173;  on   Sardican   Ei 
188;  imPhotinus,  194;  on  St.  At 
and  Marcellus,  218;  bishop  of  Pc 
221 ;  the  Fragments.  224,  255.  274»i 
OQ  people  of  MiUn.  228 :  on 
Milan,  2^:12;  denounced  Auxentioi, 
wrote   to    (^nstantius.  237 ;    "  On 
Trinity,"  238;  his  literarr  style,  330 
on  profanation  of  the  Eucharist,  236,  it 
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125:  on  Kmi-Ariani,  248;  on  Creed  of 
Sirmiuni,  253;  on  Htntitu,  2M;  on 
Liberitu,  257:  on  the  bishops  of  the 
Blupbeinia.  261 ;  "  On  the  councils," 
265:  CD  ConstAotiuf  and  ^'mi-Arianif?in. 
267,  270;  at  Seleucia.  '/70;  on  Arian 
rreeds,  281  ;  against  ConstantiiLS  282; 
attacked  by  the  Lucireriam,  H31 ;  on 
Demopbilus.  .S67 ;  at  Milan  in  vear  864 
...i>41i-3ril;  death.  352;  visited  by  St. 
Martin.  :!r>9;  on  Kast«m  Ariani.sni.  4€S  ; 
dted  H.S  an  authority,  ii.  176,  320.  521 

Hill-folk  (Montensions  or  Dooatists),  208, 
31>5 

Himeriufl,  bishop  of  Xicomedia,  ii.  S44,  359, 
:iC5,  HTB 

,  bishop  of  Tarragona^  479 

Hindoetan.  248 

llippo  Refpus,  description  and  historr,  u. 
4.  :>:  council  in  393.. .5:U).  ii.  20, 'lOU: 
LX>uatists  at,  ii.  5,  IX<,  154  ;  Augustine 
at.  ii.  5,  and  am  under  Augnstine ;  Pela- 
gius  at,  ii.  166;  Orosiusat.ii.  179;  liego 
of.  ii.  304-a06 

Ht[)pudrontc  at  ConstantiDopIe,  128,  222, 
4111;   ii.  40,518 

Hippulrtos.  49,  101 

Hodgkin.  Dr.,  *A  47;  ii.  2,  110.  137.  246, 
407,508 

Holland,  Canon  H.  S..  BU,  112 

HoIt  Spirit,  doctrine  of.  in  the  traditional 
doxologies,  »8.  197.  1U8:  in  the  Nicene 
Croed,  96,  345 ;  extreme  subordination- 
isni,  **  the  Son  inferior  to  the  Father, 
and  the  Spirit  to  the  Son,**  209 ;  Eono- 
inianisin,  '-the  Son  a  creutttre  of  the 
Father,  and  the  Spirit  a  creature  of  the 
Son,"  289, 458 :  Macedonianism. "  the  Son 
co-equal  with  the  Father,  the  Spirit  a 
creature  uf  Uie  Son,**  foreshadowed  at 
Sirmium  h\  351„.-^:f0:  developed  r.  368 
...245, 28it.  l':M}.  :i80. 417. 4HH.  4.>7 :  strong 
in  A«ia,  Phrygia,nnd1he  Hellespont,  382, 
425;  Artus  and.  143;  Catholic  doctrine 
asserted  by  Athanasius,  o.  359., .244.  245. 
28l):inS6S...:;28:  in863...:i44.:^45:  by 
Paulinniof  Antiocb.363...347;  at  Bome, 
871.. .382.  in  373.. .404,  in  880.. .406; 
in  lllvria,  376.. .382;  Ainphilochius  of 
Iconiu'm,  ;V.f>,  ii.  258;  Melctins  of 
Antioch,  379... 405  ;  Grejfory.  880...4U, 
416,  417:  Theodosius,  380.. .415,  381... 
ATI',  Coanoil  of  Constantinople  in  381... 
4:W-4:;5,  in  382... 452.  453;  position  of 
St.  Basil,  l:*2.  374.  381,  389,  392.  4S6 

Books  on  the  doctrine  of  the  Holy 
Spirit:  Doaatos  of  Carthage,  208: 
AthauaHins  (Letters  to  Serapion),  244, 
245,289:  Basil.  :mi,  392;  Didymns  of 
Alexandria,  478:  Ambrose,  416.  441, 
ii.  16:  .\ugu5tine  (On  the  Spirit  and  the 
Letter),  ii.  171 
The  procession  of  the  Holy  Spirit,  417, 


\  435 :  *•  of  the  Holy  Spirit  and  Mary  the 
Virgin,"  :-M7.  43.5,"  ii.  264,  518.  580 :  the 
Holy  Spirit  in  the  prophetj,  i.  435 ;  in 
Christ.  :r27:  in  us,  ii.  171,  199,  220;  in 
the  sacrament  of  bapti&m,  514,  .515  ;  con- 
finnation,  Li.  198;  ordiuatiun,  ii.  198;  in 
councils,  ii.  481 

Homo,  used  for  manhood,  ii.  395,  396 

Homcean  Arianinn,  249,  274 ;  Me  also 
AcociuD  of  Cnsarea 

SomoiouMon,  248,  278 ;  «e0  also  Semi- 
Arians 

UomoouMioH,  history  of  the  twrn,  91 

HoooratuR.  a  bishop  and  correfrpondent  of 
Angttstine,  ii.  172,  305 

,  bishop  of  Aries,  ii.  231.  232,  247 

— — ,  bishop  of  VercoUie,  ii.  15,  17 

Honoriofi,  emperor,  son  of  Tbeodonns,  27, 
127,  5M  ;  li.  1 ;  steps  a«nunst  idolatry, 
23 :  85.  92,  97  ;  against  Donatism,  114: 
US  ;  on  imperial  favours,  133 ;  134,  1S5 ; 
and  Alaric.  l;^6. 137 ;  revocation  of  liberty 
uf  worship.  146;  law  against  Douatiats, 
154;  rigorons  action.  156;  and  the  Jews, 
191,  192;  letter  on  Pelagian  ism,  211; 
215;  death.  246;  542 

Hooker.  .S2.  142,  270  ;  ii.  258.  280 

Hort.  Dr..  9(1.  437 

fortttutus  of  Cicero,  498 

HoMa,  ii.  241 

Hosios,  bishop  of  Cordora,  furnished  list  to 
Caecilian  for  distribution  of  Constant  in  e's 
gift.  8:  influence  on  Contrtantine.  .32, 
80 ;  bearer  of  Cunstantinu's  letter  tu 
Alexander  and  Anna,  70 :  at  Nica*a^  80, 
94  :  at  Sardica,  180,  181 :  on  Valens  and 
Ursacitts,  201 ;  probably  not  at  Simiinm 
in  361.. .219:  and  Cbnstantios,  2.15; 
signed  Simiian  Creed,  254 ;  different 
views  on.  254,  255 

Hospitaller,  ii.  53 

Hours  of  prayer,  ii.  177 

Huguenuts,  v\.  20 

Honuuiitarianism,  1.77 

Hungary,  396 

Hnnnerir  the  V&ndal,  2:t2,  3S8 

Huns,  H87 ;  ii.  43,  508 

Hogwy.  Dr.,  60 

Hasitis,  203 

Hydrax,  ii.  143 

Hydroparastat4D,  524 

Hyginos,  a  bishop,  502 

Hymns,  of  St.  Ambrose,  492.  495,  ii.  288, 
356;  at  Constantinople,  ii.  46,  47:  at 
Marcianopolis,  ii.  35!» :  of  St.  Patrick,  ii 
417 

Hypatia.  ii.  141.  194,  19.\  425.  480 

Uypatian,  b«hop  of  Ileruclea.  .358 

Hypatins.  bishop  of  Gangra,  79 

,  couiul  in  359.. .266 

HypottOMU.  nun -theological  wows.  325;  in 
r^eo-Platottisxn,93;  in  Christian  theology. 
(I)  3  being  or  emenre  or  substance  (one 


^^^ST^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^B 

^^H                  hj'posUsis  in  the  Trinity),  £p.  Hebrews. 

Invocation  of  saints,  476  ;  ii.  40          ^^^^| 

^^H                  89 :  most  ftot^-Nicencfi,   ^i7 :  Counril  of 

Tona,  ii.  144                                            ^^^H 

^^B                  Antioch  lu  269. .  .325 :  Nicene  anathenws. 

Irenieus,  St.,  bishop  of  Lrona,  27,  91, 157 

,  count,  afterwards  bishop  of  Tyre,  iu 

312.  328.  329.  :^35,  387.  388,  429.  430. 

^H                  %,  175.  325;  Atbaiuuius.  :^2.>:  BasW  of 

^^1                 Aneyra.  248:  Council  of  Roiiie,  S71  or 

^^H                  37S...38'i:    (2)  =  subsistence  or  person 

4;W.  4:i!t.  445,  4«7,  490-492 

^^H                  (three  hypostases  in  the  Triaitr),  sonic 

Iris  river.  .-(B8                                                  ^h 

^^H                  Alexandnan   ante-Nicenes,   S2o  ;    Atcx< 

Irish  mission  of  Palladiua,  ii.  234.  235 ;  ^H 

^^H                  under    of    AlexAudria    and    Ariua,    68: 

St.  Patrick,  ii.  414-418                             ^^ 

^^m                 Dedication  Creed,  176.  325;  Athanasius 

Isaac,  bi&hop.  accuser  of  Chrysofitom,  u.  66. 

^^^1                 oeeasionolly,  825 ;  anti-Sabellian  church- 

70, 71                                                                   , 

^^m                 men,  325  ;  Basil  uf  Ciesarea,  dS'J  ;  Cyril 

,  a  Donatist  martyr,  21 1                          ^H 

^^H                   of  Alexandria,  it  27d:  both  nses  at  the 

.  a  Jewish  conrert  and  apost«te,  ^^^ft^^H 

^H                  Council  uf  Alexandria  in  362... 326.  :t8t>. 

.  a  monk,  accuser  of  ChrrsoatcNiL,  ii.  4^^| 

^^H                  ii.  279,  40H  :  pltytu  and  hjfpo$ta«it  in  St 

»I8. 7.^                                                         ^H 

^H                 Cyril,  ii.  :;8I-384 

,  another  monk,  under  Valens.  979     ^H 

^H              Hypsele,  town  in  Kgjpt,  200 

tho  patriarch,  476                                    ^^| 

^^^^^       Hyrcanis,  ii.  447 

Isaiah,  the  prophet.  4(»9  :  ii.  126                  ^H 

Isaorians,  266  :  ii.  90.  91,100                      ^H 

Ischyros,  59.  145.  149-152.  167,  181          ^H 

^^^^ 

Isdegerdes  (Yazdejerd)  1.,  king  of  Peiv^H 

ii.  145.  245                                               ^H 

^H              lamblichus.  Neo.PUioni«t,  297,  300 

IL.  ii.  245                                               ^M 

^B              Ibas.  bishop  of  Edeua.  ii.  434-436.  ^39-445. 

Isidore,  bishop  of  Cmhos,  40.1                    ^H 

,  a  supporter  of  Meletiua,  54                  ^H 

of   Pelusiura,  ii.  244,  245,  341,  yi%     ^ 

^H                  471.  iW).  498.  519.  530,  537;  letter  to 

^H                  Maris,  ii.  328,  434. 435. 44:^  536.  537, 550 

^m             Iberia,  130, 131 

423.  424 

^^H              Iconinm,  392 

,a  monk  and  companion  of  Athanasiiu, 

^^H             Idaeinfl.  bishop  of  Mcnda,  423 

H>9                                                                       1 

^^m              Idolatry.     See  Paganism 

^  prieat  of  Alexandria,  ii.  29,  39,  .V).  51. 

53,  54, 56, 58 

^^H              Ignatian  epistles,  40  ;  ii.  25 

^^H               Iipiatius  Loyola,  522 

— .  supposed  traoalator  of  Greek  ciaQqfc__| 

^^H             Iguonui'-e  of  oar  Lord  as  M&n.  417 ;  ii.  230 

^^^■H 

^H              ///iwCtm.  11.  154 

Isiou.  a  Meletian  bishop.  145                ^^^^H 

^H              lllvria.  191.  :^S2.  399 

.  an  orphan  boy,  14H                      ^^^^H 

^^H              IllVricum,  3.  219:  bishops  froui.at  Sardico, 

Isis,  ii.                                                     ^^^^H 

^^H                  'lS4.    188:    at     Ariniinum.    2tS8:    379; 

IsraolM  (clubs),  21 1                                  ^^^H 

^H                  Kustem   UlvTicum,   i.   407.    ii.  96,   134, 

Italy,  tc-chnical  meaniug  of,  30               l^^^l 
Ithacius,  a  Spanish  bishop,  428,  463,  V^^l 

^H                  197. 222 

^^H              Inadequacy  of  theological  terms,  G8. 411 ;  ii. 

516                                                         ^^B 

^H             29f; 

"  It  is  not  right  to  hide  the  X«ord*a  wocfe^^l 

^H              Incenbc,  122.  200:  ii.  324 

^H 

^^M               Ifigemvit  orbi*,  277 

"*  I  will  cook  a  dish  for  him,"  li.  49           ^M 

^^H              lof^ntlus  &n  edile's  cleric,  24 

^^^^^^M 

^^H              Ingilnun.  Italian  bishop,  ii.  54C 

^^^^H 

^^m              Inispatrick,  ii.  417 

^^^H 

^H              Innocent   I.,   pope.  40ft-417...ii.   82,   118. 
^^1                  204 ;  case  of  St.  Chr>-50fttotn.  ii.  82  85, 

^^^^^H 

Jacob,  the  patriarch,  476                     ^^^^| 

^^1                  96-99,    121,    197;    ducretal    letters    on 

James,  St..  the  Just,  103 ;  ii.  244          ^^^1 

^^H                  questions  of  discipline,  ii.  117,  121-123; 

1  a  count  at  Kphiwms,  ii.  3:(6                  ^^| 

^^H                  pogaDism  in  Rome,  ii.  136;  the  privilogt's 

the  First,  kmg.  ii.  2U>                          ^H 

^^H                  of  the  CbuKh  of  Antioch,  107.  ii.  196- 

.  biKh'  p  of  Nisibi*.  71*                              f^^ 

^H                  198,  381 ;  Pelagianimn,  ii.  177,  184,  201- 

,  a  N'ef.  frian  priest  of  Cocist«otUM»Jfl^H 

^^H                  204.210;  cocuecraied  Julian  of  Eclannm. 

ii.  3:U)                                                          ^^B 

^^1                 lu   220;  on   papal   prcrogstiTes,  ii.  85. 

,  u    Pelagian    and    conespondest    4^H 

^H                 1^1,203.204 

Augiutinc.  ii.  175                                      ^^H 

^B             III.,  pope,  ii.  413 

Jamnia.  tiS                                                     ^^H 

^H              XL,  pope.  ii.  tlH 

Janiculaii  hill  at  Ruitie,  208                   ^^^^t 

^^H              ,  prieat  at  Hippo,  ii.  155 

Janj^eu.  Jan^enists.  it.  '1)1$,  401             ^^^^H 

^^B             ImioceotiuB  ( Vinceotiua),  8 1 

Januarius  Donatist  bishop,  335            ^^^^H 

^^1              InYtantioa.  Priadnianift  bishop,  423,  46.'W 

,  another  IXmati^t  bishop,  u.  117          ^^M 

^H                  465. 468 

.  conespondrnt  of  .\ugnjrriDfl,  it.  ti     ^H 

^^H             laterceMioos  foe  criminala*  ii.  U 

Jepbthah,  a  Ncstorian  bishop,  ii.  350           ^H 

Index, 
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Jeremiah,  the  prophet  ii.  67 

Jeremy  Taylor,  (;9 

Jerome,  St.,  character.  455 :  «Bxly  life,  454 ; 
priest,  454.  455.  ii.  4;  liTe  in  Rome,  i. 
455,  476-480;  opinion  of  Roman  clergy, 
a65.  47!^>.  48(>:  of  Rx>mau  dencuns.  40; 
of  RomAD  monlu.  4R0:  his  ladv  fri^nd.^ 
at  Rome,  i.  405,  477.47'J:  Marcelk.  16&, 
455,  477-479.  481  :  Lea,  477  :  Asella, 
477:  Paula,  477-481:  BI»9iIl)i,478.480  ; 
Eustochiiim.  478,  479.  481  ;  Fabiola,  ii. 
12^ ;  Demotrias,  ii.  177 :  his  life  at 
Bethlehem,  481,  482,  541.  542,  ii.  1H», 
144,  200 ;  controversy  with  Jovinian,  5H8  ; 
with  Juhu  of  Jerusalem  and  Rufinus  over 
Origeniiim,  541,  542.  ii.  4J)-52,  54,  oJ,  68, 
59;  with  Vjgilantiiis,  ii.  125-129;  with 
Aogtutine,  ii.  129,  i:tO :  against  the 
Felftgtans,  ii.  180-182,  189,  200,  403; 
cited  as  an  authority,  ii.  176,  40S 

St.  Jerome  as  a  Biblical  scholar :  re- 
vision of  the  Psalter,  477 ;  reviaion  of 
the  Latin  Gospels,  47ti.  477 ;  Hebrew 
learninfT,  477,  478.  481.  ii.  KW,  200; 
translation  of  the  O.T.  from  Hebrew,  2i*l, 
541,  Ii.  129,  l:W;  on  the LXX.,  477,  541, 
it.  130;  on  the  Apoe.rynho,  ii.  130;  the 
Goapel  according  to  the  Hebrewu,  ii.  207 
St.  Jerome  as  a  writer:  his  letteri?. 
476.  478.  538.  ii.  52,  54,  129,  177;  his 
Chronicle,  i.  42,  43,  60.  2.*.7.  3l:{.  329; 
on  Paul  the  hermit,  131  ;  Do  7iW<  TUu*- 
tri6w,  257,  ii.  165;  Against  the  Luci- 
feriwis,  i.  380 :  translation  of  Origen  on 
the  Song  of  Solomon,  477 ;  ARoinst 
HeWdius,  477  ;  On  Hebrew  Places,  481  ; 
Against  Joviniun,  and  Defence.  .'i38: 
trauslatioti  nf  Origen  oo  Principles,  Ii.  52 ; 
AgajDst  RafinuH,  io  three  book.s  ii.  54, 
5.5 ;  Against  Vigilantius,  ii.  I  '2A\ :  Dia> 
logiuss,  in  three  book^,  against  the 
PeUgiuu,  ii.  181.  182 

St.  Jerome  and  Clement  of  Rnme.  ii. 
205;  Origen. 477, .>41.  ii.  49-52, 126  :  the 
Alexandrian  episcopate,  i.  118;  bishop 
and  priest,  1 19 ;  necessity  of  the  priest- 
hood. £11 ;  sixth  Nicene  canon,  107 ; 
Rheticius  of  Aatan.  21,  478:  Hilaiy, 
239 ;  Liberius.  255,  257 ;  C>-ril  of  Jeru- 
salem, 2.'i8. 482 ;  the  Council  uf  Ariminum, 
277.  284,  285,  332;  Julian's  cdncatiun 
net,  313;  the  Autiochene  schism,  :t29, 
4.i4,  482 ;  Lucifer.  329-331 ;  the  election 
of  Damasus,  362;  Pacion.  397:  Pha- 
hadins,  397 :  Gregory  Naxianxen,  454 ; 
Grogorr  of  Nyssa.  4.54  :  Didvmus.  478, 
481 ;  John  of  Jerusalem,  482,  542,  ii. 
182;  Ambrose,  ii.  16;  Epiplianius,  ii. 
49;  Theophilns,  ii.  51.  .~>9;  Exupcrius, 
ii.  125;  Augiutine.  ii.  129.  180,  182: 
synod  of  Diospolis,  ii.  189;  Theodore  of 
IS^psuestia  and.  ii.  200 

Jerusalem  (.fiUa).  creed  of,  88,  434-430; 
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relation  Io  Ca^sarca,  103,  199.  258-  ii. 
180.  244.  333,  .5:M ;  to  Bethlehem,  481, 
ii.  51;  to  the  Saracens,  ii.  312;  to 
Fhtsnicia  and  Arabia,  ii.  349;  precedency 
at  Cr>uncil  of  Rphesus  ii.  319;  patri- 
archate over  Palestine,  li.  ."134.535;  the 
Holy  Places  aiiil  Ihr  buildings  of  ITclena 
and  Coostaatinff,  i.  120-124  :  the  dedica- 
tion festival  nf  the  great  church,  149, 
153,  ii.  .'i8,  18.');  councils  at,  140.  153, 
199;  Origenist  question  at,  .141,  .')42.  ii. 
49,  58,59;  Pekgian  question  at.  ii.  182- 
185.  21 1  :  Cyril  of  Alexandria  at.  ii.  393 

Jerusalem,  bishops  of  (sm  further  under  each 
name):  Mucarius, before31B...62:  Muxi- 
miw.  befon-  335.. .149;  Cml,  3M)...2.".8: 
John,  3M...482:  Pmylius,  417.. ,ii.  207; 
Juvenal,  before  428.. .it.  244 

Jesuits,  ii.  228 

Jews,  organization,  ii.  192;  relation  uf 
Julian  to,  315-317 ;  of  Christian  em- 
perors to,  3n.~>.  ii.  191-193:  Jewt  at 
Ancyra,  i.  34;  at  Rome.  477.  .'»08 ;  in 
Osrhoenc.  508:  at  Constantinople,  ii.  34, 
81;  at  Antioch.  ii.  192.  196:  at  Alex- 
andria, ii.  193,  194:  at  Edessa,  ii.  355; 
in  Syria,  ii.  88! > ;  Jewish  in^nonee  over 
Christians,  100,  101,  ii.  34.  192;  Jewish 
converts,  124,  395,  521.  U.  240;  Basil 
and,  .S69  ;  Jerome;  aud.  477.  481,  ii.  I2t}; 
Ambrose  and,  5()8,  ii.  192 :  Chrysostom 
and,  ii.  34.  192 ;  Cyril  and,  ii.  191.  193, 
194,  425,  480 

Jewbel.  ii.  71 

Joannites.  adherents  of  Chrrsostom,  ii.  81, 
88.  92,  9tJ.  99.  106,  196.  238.  409,  410 

Job,  267.  48G;  ii.  72,  74,  126.  183,  241 

Joel,  the  prophet.  156 

John  Baptist,  St„  Church  of,  at  Rome, 
126  :  at  Constantinople,  ii.  63 

John,  Arcaph,  bishop  uf  Memphits  114, 
115,  144.  147.  148.  150,  161 

,  bishop  of  Antioch.  ii.  287.  289.  291; 

letter  to  Ncstorius,  292:  alienated  by 
Cvril.  308,  309;  delav  in  reaching 
Ephesus,  315,  319;  arrival.  325,  326: 
refusal  to  attend,  329  :  claim  over  Cvpnis, 
331 ;  led  portv  of  abstention.  3»7-3:W, 
344;  at  clut^e  of  Ephetius.  353:356-358: 
St.  Cynl  on  bis  conduct,  360  ;  imperial 
letter  to.  360,  361 :  presentation  of  his 
letter  to  Cyril,  370;  his  part  iu  the 
Reunion.  872-.476;  386:  letter  tn  Prorlus, 
388.  389:  death.  422;  435,  437.  450; 
recognised  St.  Cyril,  517 

,  bishop  of  Apamea,  405 

,  bishop  of  Damascus,  ii.  344 

,  bishop  of  Gorraanicia,  ii.  377 

,  bishop  of  Hephiestus,  ii.  488 

,  bishop  of  Hyreanis,  ii.  447 

— ,  bishop  of  Jenualcm,  482,  541,  542; 
ii.  4,  49-51.  54,  94,  182-186 

.  a  Neslorum  bishop,  ii.  359 
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John,  ft  bishop  of  Persia,  79,  202 

,  bishop  of  ThoodoaiopoiiB,  ii.  440 

C&Mian.    ^0  Cassiftn 

,  ChrTsostom,  St.     Sen  Chrysostom 

,  commissioner  at  Epbetus,  ii.  :i35-H88 

■ -.  deacon.  accu8i?r  of  Chrvsostum.  it,  ce. 

60.  7U 

- — -,  martjT  at  Borne  under  Jnlian,  311 

,  monk  at  Coostantiaople.  ii.  69,  70 

,  priest  and  advocate,  u.  448,  451,  455, 

468 

,  priest,  ii.  509 

,  secretary  to  St.  Cyril,  ii.  335 

.  iiotarr  to  Uioscorus.  ii.  480,  482 

,  Western  usurucr,  ii.  216 

Johnson,  Dr.,  ii.  259 

Jonab.  the  prophet,  430.  487;  ii.  180 

Jonathan,  461 

Joppa.  ii.  .322 

Joseph,  216 

,  a  converted  Jew,  124 

Joshua,  ii.  67 

Jovian,  a  hi<ihop,  ii.  4.'i6 

,  emperor,  312,  333,  3:-J9-.H42,  348 

Jovinian,  dl3-5i;>,  538;  ii.  14,  125,  180, 
181.185,207 

Joviufl,  miniHter  of  HonoriaH,  ii.  136 

Judith,  ii.  130 

Julian,  grandfather  of  the  emperor.  295 

,  bishop  of  Cob,  u.  450,  456,  177,  480. 

506.  :.io 

,  bishop  of  Eclannm.  ii.  Tl\^\  his  letter 

to  Zosimus,  221,  3,S<I ;  as  a  controversialist, 
223-225  :  21 1 ,  276, 277, 28:.,  286, 4 12, 4 19 

- — -,  count,  H2U 

,  emperor,  comparable  with  Licinios, 

4,  43:  his  death-cry  and  Maximin's,  6;   i 
179;   on  Aqaileia,  195:    Dooatist  edict,   I 
SI  4;  eoort  at  Paris,  285:  early  history,   i 
295;    Cttsar,   302;  letter   to  people  of 
Bo«tra,  304 :  method,  305 ;  treatise,  315  ; 
the  '*  beardhat«r."  H18;  hated  St.  Atba- 
nasitis,  321 :  death.  :{22;  internal  Cburch 
affairs   uudor,    32:t-:{3<i ;  the   Christians 
and  hii)  death.  337,  3:18;   bis  kinsman 
Froconius,  355 ;  St.  Basil  and.  369 ;  423, 
529.  i).  263.  410 

— ,  munk,  375 

Juliana,  mother  of  Demetrias,  ii.  177.  178 

• ,  wife  of  Meiuor,  U.  220 

Jnlins,  adhereat  of  Anus,  til 

Constantins,  295 

I.,  pope,  on  the   number  of  Nieene 

biabups,  77:  on  condemnation  <tf  Aiins, 
98:  on  Mareotic  thai  of  St.  Athanaslns, 
K'i2;  bis  date  and  character,  16(!;  recep- 
tion of  St.  Ath&oasius,  169 ;  reUtioos  with 
Eosebius,  171,  172,  176;  repnaented  at 
Sardica.  181 :  roct*ivi!d  letter  mxn  Sordica, 
189  :  letter  to  Alexandrians  in  year  346. . . 
196:  form  of  Oloria  Path,  198;  received 
recantation  of  Valrns  and  Ursacins,  201 ; 
U.  85.  409,  46:^ 


Julius,  bishop  of  Puieoli,  ii.  472,  4f 

485,  486,  488,  489 
Junius  Bassus,  361 
Jupiter,  312,  537;  ii.  173 
/ura,  per/lira,  464 
Jus  Cypri'wm,  ii.  3:^ 
JustiiLtt,  wife  of  Valentinian  I.,  89flb 

and  Ambrose.  462.  482-192.  487,  502 
Justinian,  eiupertjr.  :^64 ;  ii.  388.  537,  550 
Justin  Martyr,  St..  12;^ 
Justus,  bi^hup  of  Lyons,  398 
Juvenal,  21.  134 
,  bishop  of  Jerusalem,  li.  244,  289,  2 

312.319.320,322.  'X\%  :i43.  :H9.  479, 

482. 487, 491, 492,  505,  516,  518.  520, 

536.  546 
Juventittos,  martrr  under  JuliaiL,  313 


K 


JTotiiisma  at  Constantinople.  123 

Keble.  87.  129,  ii.  127 

Keaotictsm,  ii.  475,  5.50 

Kilpathck  no  Clyde,  ii.  415 

Kingsley,  '•  Hermits,"  ii.  245 

Eingsmeu,  ii.  550 

Kiss  of  peace,  iL  184 

Kitcbin.  Dean,  ii.  247 

Kaeelers,  an  order  of  penitents,  35,  39,  100 

Knigbttf  Temj^lar.  467 

Knox.  John,  li.  38 


Labaram,  3.  45,  312,  340,  537 
Lacednmon,  296 
Lactantius.  6,  12.476 
Lseta.  wife  of  Toxotius.  481 

,  widow  of  Gratian,  ii.  136 

LjttittK,  ii.  6 

Laity,  3«K  82 ;  ii.  45.  46,  4.V> 

Lampon,  a  priest  of  Alexandria,  ii.  274i 

Lampsacua.  353  (see  Council  of} ;  ii. 

Lancianj.  Professor,  126,  535 

Laodicea  in  Pisidia,  ii.  78 

.  in  Syria,  bishop  Oeotfre,  65,  139," 

IlKf:  bishop  Tbeodotos.  65.  I40j  btsb< 

Anatolius,  101;  St.  Athaoasias  at,  U 

I9l».  440.  ii.  78 
Laoghaire  (LearvX  IciDgi  "•  417 
Lapsed.  13,  .H.'i,  108 ;  ii.  204 
Lar,  532 
Laterau,  21,  126,  208,  234 ;  ctnmdl  u 

1315... 44l.il.  7,  1^^.  137 
Latin  Churrh,  technical  terms  of.  ii.  9 
Latin,  translat  lous  into  from  Greek :  Chta^t, 

(Jerome)  477:    Psalter,  (Jeroroel  477 ; 


Ongen,  On  Song  of  Atlomtm.  (J« 
477,    On   Prindpim,  (Ruflaoa 
(Jerome)  ii.  .'>2 :  Painphilus. 
Origm    (Rufinas).    iL    5 


bo^    iii.    M, 

*      aivapMk, 
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History  (llufiDua),  it.  305 :  Nicenec&notu, 
104,  lOr.,  ii.  241),  2o0.  :>46 :  Nicene Creed, 
ii.  2.W ;  Neetorius's  sermons  and  tetters, 
ii.  264,  285,  260  (it  Rome),  287  (at 
Alexaadh&),  288.  289;  his  auatheouu 
(Marinii  Mereator),  ii.  308;  Theodoret 
Fttitaiogii*  (selectimu,  Maritu  Mercator), 
ii.  H50 :  Irenens,  Tra^edy^  it.  38S ; 
Entychfs's  letter  to  Leo.  li.  46II;  Fonnu- 
Isjy  of  Flavian  (Liberatus),  ii.  47U;  Acts 
ur  the  Latrociniuin,  ii.  487.  488 

Latmcininm,  term  applied  to  council  of 
Milan  in  year  355  .. 232 :  to  the  CooncU 
of  Epheaas  (•<■«  Ephesos)  in  the  year 
449... ii.  493,  r)12 

Liliid.  archbiahop,  ii.  ITT 

Laughter,  the  fathers  on,  ii.  32 

Lanra.  134 

Laurence.  St.,  127,  811.  862,  475 

Laiihcius,  a  governor,  271 

Law  used  for  Christian  religion,  ii.  146 

lAaams,  the  beggar,  538 

,  bishop  of  Abe,  iL  18o,  200,  20G,  208 

Lea,  a  Roaian  lady,  477 

Learning,  classical  and  philosophical,  in  the 
Church,  89,  314 :  the  two  ApoUiimres. 
19U.  314,  ii.  238 ;  Oeorge  of  Alexandria^ 
library,  i.  241 :  Mti\is  and  Aristotelian 
logic,  2r>l;  viewof  Socrates,  314  ;  Stephen 
of  Gennanicia,  40r> :  Augustine  (Virgil)^ 
4i*2.  oOO,  (Cicero)  4It:{;  Ajnbrose  (Virgil, 
Aristotle.  Cicero.  Philo).  ii.  16;  Platon- 
ism  in  Origen,  ii.  r»0.  in  the  Nitriau 
monks,  ii.  59,  in  Synesins,  ii.  142 :  Theo- 
•  dorot  (£8chy)u(<  and  Sophocles),  ti.  407, 
(Plato,  Aristotle,  and  medical  writers), 
ii.  41*0 

,  Hebrew:  Jerome,  477,  478,  431,  ii. 

180,  20(>:  BliBsilla,  i.  480 

Lebanon.  Mount.  125,  529 

Lectors  (readers),  13.  296 

Ledan,  203 

Leinster.  ii.  417 

Lent,ii.  12.79.195.235 

I.OO.  St.,  the  Great,  Pnpft,  on  Easter,  102; 
on  PriscilliAnism,  4€8:  acolpto,  ti.  21(3, 
222;  preibrter,  2.10;  archdeac^m,  288, 
412;  dateof  elevation.  413  ;  8ennoiiia,414  ; 
on  reception  of  Pelagians,  418,  419;  on 
claims  of  Aries  and  Vienne,  419-421  ; 
and  St.  Cyril,  421,  422;  letter  to  Euty- 
ches.  445:  his  agent  at  CoostantinoplV, 
450  ;  4GI) ;  correspondence  with  Flavian, 
462-465;  the  Tome,  465,  472-47.^.  520, 
.522,  .525, 526, 532 ;  other  letters  on  Eaty- 
chian  controversy,  47fi-478:  letters  to 
Pulcheria,  49:^.  497,  .500;  author  of  the 
name  Latroriniani,506;  letten^tf)  Flavian 
and  Tlwtidosias,  4^5,  490;  failure  with 
Theodosins,  502 ;  hoard  of  Flavian's  death. 
503 ;  and  Marcian,  ,')04  ;  further  corre- 
spondence. 507:  his  legates  at  Chalcedon, 
516;   recoguiiied  Uaumos  as  bishop  of 


Antioch,  524,  534 ;  addressed  by  letter 
from  council  of  Chalcedon,  548 

Leonas,  an  officer,  271-274 

Loontius,  bishop  of  Aneyra.  ii  88,  40,  78. 
89 

.  bishop  of  Antioch.  139.  192, 193 ;  use 

of  Gloria  Patri.  198  ;  245.  251.  257 

of  BjTtantiura.  ii.  .S82 

.  bishop  of  Ciesarea  in  Cappadocia,  79 

- — -.  a  friend  (jf  St.  Ambrose,  S85 

.  St.,  of  Hippo,  ii.  7 

"  ^  of  Magnesia,  ii.  488 

-,  a  Novation,  510 

.  a  priest,  260 

— ^,  another  priest.  iL  390 

,  a  sophist,  li.  237 

Leporins.  monk,  iL  221^.  230,  395 

Lopro»um,  401 

Le  Quien,  107 ;  ii.  Xil,  538.  541 

Lerins,  ii.  247 

Letters  of  Cummonion,  173 

Leucadius.  Count.  469 

Levittcal  mamage  code,  38 

LibaoiuB,  a  rheturiciao,  296,  :^01,  303.  309, 
318-320;  3:i7,  .368;  description  of  An- 
tioch. 504:  on  prayer,  507;  a  pagan 
Spclman,  529 

— =— ,  a  visitor  to  St.  Clirysostom,  ii.  94 

Libellta,  491,  ii.  16*;,  205,  448.  463 

Liberatus,  archdeacon.  iL  308,  313,  360, 
469,  470,  489.  521.  549 

Libcrius,  bishop  of  Emerita.  27 

,  Pope,  195;  date  of  succession,  224: 

letter  to  Hosius.  226;  letter  to  Con- 
stautiua,  226.  227 ;  letter  to  EoBobius  of 
Vercells,  227:  banished,  235;  lapse,  255; 
not  represented  at  Ariminnm,  268 ;  crffaced 
his  lapse,  285 ;  332 ;  and  semi-Anans. 
357.3.58;  death.  360;  ii.  408 

Libya.  67, 78. 104. 105, 165. 189, 191 ;  ii.  124 

Lieontiuo,  499 

Licinins,  comrade  of  Galerius,  4 ;  policy,  4 : 
defeated  Maximin.  5 ;  promulgated  edict 
of  toleration.  6.  41 ;  and  Constantine, 
chap.  ir.  p.  41,  68;  his  death.  45;  sup- 
ported by  EusebiuBof  Nicomedia.62. 119: 
his  persecution,  7i».  128;  probably  received 
denunciation  of  Bishop  Alexinder,  56 

Liddon.  Dr.,  30,  31.93 

"  Life  died,"  ii.  436,  442 

Lightfoot.  bishop.  16,  36.  102.  149.  158. 
495;  Li.  130 

Ligunii,  385 

Like  •■  in  aU  things,"  267,  273 

Limata.  14 

Lincoln,  bishop  Adelfius,  28  :  188 

Lincolnshire  dedications  to  St  Helena.  124 

Lindisfamc,  ii.  144 

Lisbon,  253 

Little  horse,  instrument  of  torture,  13:  ii. 
155 

Liturgy  of  Alexandria.  43;  of  Armema. 
112;  of  Syria,  201 
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^^B              Locociagnm,  399 

Maredoniua,  a  hermit  in  Syria,  507             ^| 

^B              Lodi.  442 

,  bishop  of  Mopsuestia,  151.  195,  219  ^ 

^^B              hftgLH,  St.  Jobn*ft  use  of,  fi9 

J  a  Phn-^an  umrtrr  under  Julian,  311 

^H              Loudon,  28,  188 

,  a  trihime,  ii.  467',  469                         _^_ 

^^H              LongmiLs,  bi.^hop  of  Ascalon,  G2 
^^H             .  bishop  of  Cherwuesus,  ii.  450,  458 

Macellum  in  Cappadocis,  295                      ^^| 

Miirrina,  sister  of  St.  Basil,  368                   ^^ 

^H              Louis,  St.,  163 ;  li.  297 

Macriiius,  bishop  of  Jamnia,  62 

^H             XrV.,  371 ;  ii.  lUi 

Macrobins,   Donatist  bishop  of  Hippo,  ii. 

^^B             Lous  (Aiifrust),  H19 
^H              Low  SuQdiiy,  ii.  139 

13.  135,  155 

Morrostieh,  the,  194.     Sm  under  Cr««da 

^^H             Lttct'Qtiiui.  bitihup  uf  jUcuIuid,  li.  508.  510, 

Madaura,  492 

^H                 511 

Maffeian  fragments,  the.  54,  55.  810,321. 

^^H              ,  Ruman  legate,  li.  545.  548 

322,  355 

^^H              Lacernarium,  ii.  2.^) 

Magian  pnests  in  Persia,  203,  2I>4.  *205      ^M 

^^B              Lacian,  iiurt>T  of  Aiitioeb,  10,  175,  360 ; 

Magic  a,  147.  160,311                                  H 

^^1                  instructor  of  Arias,  58:  of   Eusebins  of 

Magnentios,  unurpiug  emperor,  219,  241    ^H 

^^m                Kicomedia,  62 :  his  theory  uf  the  soul,  64 

Magnus,  a  bishop,  467                                 ^H 

^H              Lucifer,  bishop  of  Coliaris.  224i.  285,  323. 

,  a  count.  377                                         ^H 

^H                 :{28 

.  a  »lcatiftry,  ii.  455,  469,  484             ^M 

^H              Luciferians.  :t:iO,  510 

Mahomet.  129                                            ^1 

^^1              Lucilla,  a  lady  at  Carthage.  17,  19 

Maioma,  the  port  of  Gaza,  125,  308 

^^H              Lucioa,  127 

Majorinus,  Donatist  bishop  at  Carthage,  19, 

^H             Ludas  of  Aiexaudria,  321.  345,  377,  378, 

20,  20ti,  207.  589:  11.  130                         ^m 
Malabar,  u.  256                                            ^H 
Afotjinui,  147.  480                                       ^" 

^H                 418 

^^H              ,  an  adherent  of  Arius,  61 

^H             of  Hadrianople,  181,  184.  J91 

M&niu»,  St.,  uf  Cappadociaa  Ci«»are«.  296 

^H             ^  an  officer,  u.  86 

.  a   priest  of^  Constantinople,  ii.    45L 

^^H              Luduvicus  Piait,  76 

452                                                              jta 

^H             Luke,  St.,  312  :   ii.  127 

Hamre  (Terebinthus),  124                             ^M 

^^H               Lupercalia.  i*'A'> 

Man  ofthe  Lord.  455                                   H 

^^H              Lupicinus,  Uiihop.  ii.  66 

BCanes  (fifani),  202,  513  ;  ii.  Kii,  432.  48lH 

^^H             Lupus,  bishop  of  Troj,  ii.  234 

Hanidieaiu,    408.    493:    at    Konie,   5li^ 

^H             Lutetia  ( Paris ),  285 

•Tftem,  510-513;  u.  5,   114.    131,    ITSl, 

^^H             Lycia,  67 :  ii.  65 

207.  224.  2.M,  276.  282,  499,  .501,  617            1 

^^H              Lvcopolts,  53 

Mappala,ii.  112                                             ^M 

^H             Lydda.  140:  ii- 58 

5fappalia.  the  Huts.  ii.  405                           ^H 

^M            Lyons,  27,  181,  219, 398.  460,  461 

Mann.  381                                                     ^H 

^^H              Lynimochas,  76 

Maros.  deacon  of  Edessa,  ii.  440.  442           ^H 

.  priest  of  Edeasa,  ii.  4:t6.  440.  442      ^H 

Marreha.  Roman  ladr.  1(^.  455,  477,  48^H 

^^r 

538  :  li.  52, 137                                    „^H 

Marcellinas,  a  Roman  Locifehao,  237,  SS^H 

^^M             Macarins,  an   ac<iaaintancf  of   RufiQu.i   at 

475, 510                                                   ^H 

^^M                Rome,  li. 

,  a  subdtfacon  uf  Carthage,  ii.  210       ^^| 

^^M             .  Alexandrian  monk.  244 

,  tribune  and  notary,  ii.  146-156,  t48|^| 

^^H              '^^".  Alexandrian   prieifti   146.    149,    151, 

171.  173,  180                                            ^H 

^m                 158.  160 

Marrellu.'tnf  AnrTra.:U,79.94, 1;VI,156;  h^H 

^^H             • .  a  commiuiooer.  209,  334 :  ii.  151 

teaching,  1.57, 176, 179  :  relation  to  JnU^H 

^H              of  Egypt,  244 

^^H             ,  an  Lgyptian  bishop,  ii.  296 

^^B             ,  Eusebian  priest,  166 

^m            ,  bishop  of  Jerosalem.  62,  78.  121,  123, 

172:   condetnued  at  Antiocb.  175;  17^^| 

at  Sardica,  181-184 :  hU  pupil  Phot^i^l 

Id:^:  228,:{87                                 ^^^1 

.  bishop  of  Aparoea.  529               ^^^^H 

^m                181 

,  a  Campanian  bishop,  225           ^^^^^| 

^^B             ,  bishop  of  Lttodicea.  ii.  344 

^H             Uacaolay,  Lord.  ii.  331 

Marciao,  Duaatift  bishop.  18                 ^^^H 

.  emperor,  U.  &14,  500-514,  5M»  VPV 

534.  588.  548,  649                                             ' 

^M            MarodonU,  78.  153, 33:{,  4^)7.  454 

^B             Hac«donianinn,  245.  '289.  341.  380.   U82. 

.  Novatian  biahop  of  CoB8taBt«Mn|^      ■ 

^m                406.  417,  425,  433,  521 :  ii.  38.  141.  230, 

JHMH 

^H                 255 

tribune,  ii.  95                               ^^^^H 

^^H            Maeedonins,  bishop  of  Constantinople.  1 17, 

Marcianopolb,  ii.  358.  859                    ^^^1 

^B                 161,  161. 179,  180.222.  248,  253.270,  281 

Marcianus.  bishop  of  Aries,  27              ^^^^1 

^^H            ,  Gratian's  maxtcr  of  the  ofRcca,  424. 

Marcionism.  .524 :  ii.  38, 89.  242,  S5&1|^H 

^H               ^^ 

409                                                     ^^1 
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Marcaaiaiini.  Oerm&n  tribec,  ii,  13 
Marcnlus,  a  Donfttiiit  bishop,  211 
Marcus  Aurelius,  eniperoT,  SH 

,  a  bishiip  of  Catabria,  79 

of  Memphis,  founder  of  Priscilliaulsni, 

— — ,  pope,  20 

Mardoiuus,  tutor  of  Juliui,  295 

Mareotis,  clergy  iu  the,  .'t9,  60,  67,  145, 
]46,  151,  152;  conin)i»ion  ftgainst  St 
Athuiftsius*  166.  167,  176.  189 

Marianie,  a  house  near  Oonstantinople,  ii.  74 

Mahzu,  sister  of  Theodoains  IL,  ii.  282, 
382 

Harinianus,  bishop  of  SynDAda,  u.  485- 
487 

,  %  "  ric«r"  in  SpaiD,  463 

Mariaus.  bishop  of  Arlc?;,  20,  28 

-<— ,  Ariaa  biimup  of  Constantinople,  521 

— ^ — .  a  ciiant,  U.  156 

Mariii,  bishop  of  Chalcedon,  71),  97.  151. 
17t),  300 

.  bishop  of  Dolicha.  40.'t 

of  Persia,  ii.  328.  434,  4:i5,  443,  586, 

550.     ^Ibas 

.  apostle  of  Eideaaa,  201 

Marius  Mercator,  ii.  161,  162, 165. 166,214, 
216,  265.  276,  277,  285,  :«3,  :ctl,  :«S9 

Mark,  St.  and  Aleumdha,  105.  117.  118, 
HH);  Liturgy  of.  43;  "pall"  of,  116 

.  bishop   of  Arethusa.    171),   181,  210, 

258;  his  creetl,  2W> ;  29.i;  tortured,  308 

Mannora,  sea  of,  128 

Mamioutier  (Majos  Mona^terium),  400 

Marriage  witb  Pagans,  29  ;  second  mar* 
hagea,  36 ;  at  Neociesarea,  38 :  at  Nicaa, 
109:  in  Persia,  202:  ii.  2.%  122,  200, 
222,  430 ;  and  sm  Celibacy  of  clergy 

Marseilles.  27  ;  ii.  24, 124. 230, 234, 247, 400 

Martial,  master  of  the  offices,  ii.  469 

Martin,  abbe.  li.  480,  491 

* .  archimandrite  at  Constantinople,  ii. 

497,  502.  513 

.  St.,  KVi;  scoarged.  233:   397:  early 

history,  398-&00:  bishop  of  Tours,  400; 
risit  to  V&ltfQtiaian.  404J.  401 :  St.  Mar- 
tin's pine.  401 ;  and  the  PriscilLianists, 
466-470 :  .ViO ;  aged  80...ii.  4 ;  interceded 
for  Pnscillionists,  U:  death.  19,  20; 
124.  416 

Martinian.  a  notary,  272 

,  a  priest,  ii.  423,  424 

Martinus  (Martinian),  bishop  of  Milan,  IL 
348 

Martyn,  Honrr,  ii.  105 

Martyrioa,  bisbop  of  Antioch,  440 

-,  a  eleric,  ii.  23 

^— ,  Eusebian  envoy,  166,  195 

— ,  bifhop  of  Marciaoopolis.  440 

Martyrs,  commemoration  of,  37  ;  at  Sebaste, 
44  :  property  of.  49 

Marutfaias,  bishop  of  Martyropolis  (Tagrit), 
U.  95.  145 


Mary,  the  Blessed  Virgin,  477. 523  ;  ii.  176, 
262-264.  269.  324,  528.    Sse  Theotoeoa 

,  a  lady  of  Carthage,  ii.  407 

,  qtieen  of  Scots,  (.^ourt  of,  ii.  38 

Mass,  word  used  by  St.  Ambrose,  485 

Master  General  of  the  Anny,  506.  636 

of  the  Offices,  S.'^.O,  424,  .V)6,  516 

Matemus,  bishop  of  Cologne,  20,  27 

Maundy  Thursday,  204 ;  ii.  386 

Maurice,  emperor,  ii.  157 

Mauntania,  :S35:  ii.  Ill 

Maurw,  bi.shop  of  Uiica,  24 

Maxentius,  emperor,  son  of  Maximian,  oycr- 
come  by  CoDStantine,  2 ;  not  regretted, 
3:  seditions  letters  against,  16 

Maxido,  a  circumcellion,  210 

Maximian  (Maxmiin).  bishop  of  Anazarbot, 
ii.  241.  365 

,  bishop  of  Bapu,  ii.  112-114 

,  bishop  of    Constantinople,   ii.    301, 

353,  356^H59,   rt60,  361,  372-375,  386, 
433 

,  Donatist  martyr,  211 

.  exDonatist  bishop  of  Bagoi  or  Vagm, 

ii.  Ill 

,  bishop  of  the  Donatist  secession  at 

Carthage, 539 :  ii.  IHO.  S«t  Maximianists 

■ .  emperor,  abdication  of,  2,  6:  baildiugs 

at  Milan,  6;  his  daughter.   21:   called 
Herculeus,  70 

,  a  presbyter  at  Constantinople,  ii.  239 

Maximianists,  Donatist  sect,  ii.  4,  21,  109, 
152 

Maximin.  Daza,  emperor,  nephew  of  Dio- 
cletian, 2 :  coUeaguo  of  Licinius,  4 ;  de- 
feated by  Licinius,  5;  death,  5;  policy 
barbarons,  7,  304:  persecution.  78,  134, 
ii.  105 

,  bishop  of  Treves,  155,  178 

,  an  Arian  bishop,  opponent  of  Angos- 
tine,  ii.  304,  305 

Maximos,  usurping  emperor,  460,  462,  468, 
466-470,  501 .  502,  508 

,  bishop  of  Antioch,  ii.  492,  498,  528, 

524,  534-536,  540,  546 

' ■  the  Cynic,  schismatic  bishop  of  Con- 
stantinople, 414,  424,426.446.447,463 

^  bishoii  of  Jeruhalem,  149,  171,  172, 

199,258:  ii.  517 

^  bishop  of  Naples,  232.  23^^.  331 

,  bishop  of  Tiiriu.  U.  246 

,  a  bishop  accused  at  Cirta,  14 

,  abbot  at  Antioch,  ii.  388, 3l»2. 393. 498 

,  counsel  for  Dunutii>t^,  2;^ 

,  philosopher  at  Ephcsua,  297, 300, 808, 

339 

,  a  messen^,  ii.  362 

Mayo,  county,  11.  416 

Maror  of  the  Palace,  ii.  3 

MecbirCFebruarj).  321  ;  it.  279 

Megalins,  primaic  of  Numidia,  ii.  8 

HeUnia.  a  correspondent  of  St.  Augustine, 
ii.  215 
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MetehJAdes.    S^  Miltiadea 

Meletius,  bishop  of  Autioch,  140.  290;  his 
sermon,  292 :  319, 324, 34'2 ;  exiled,  355  : 
third  exile,  374 ;  380,  381. 404.  425-427  ; 
iL  39.  299 

,  bishup  of  Lycopulbi.  53-55 :  his  fol- 
lowers denounced  AIcxAodor.  56 ;  Hottus 
ordered  to  laqoire  into  their  conduct,  70  ; 
Nieenc  Council  on.  99, 104, 114  ;  in  The- 
baid,  135. 147,  151 :  opposed  St.  Athana- 
sius,  144,  150;  joined  ov  IschrrftS,  14'* ; 
acknowledged  at  Tyre.  153:  letters  to 
Sfria.  171  ;  rccoociliations,  200 

Meliphthongus,  a  bishop,  ii.  456 

Melitene.  290 

Meinnon,  object  of  alleg^ed  outrage,  ii. 
69,70 

,  bishop  of  Ephcsu*.  ii.  241.  312,  813, 

319,  325.  335,  337.  338,  378.  538 

,  a  sacrist  at  Constantinople,  li.  452, 4.H 

Meuiar,  bishop,  ii.  220 

Moinphid,  1 14,  423 

Menafl,  an  adherent  of  Arins,  61 

Menophontufl,  bishop  of  Ephesns,  79,  IB5 

Mensurios,  bishop  oi  Carthage,  16, 17,  213 : 
ii.  152 

Mercnrinu5.     See  under  Auxentius  II. 

Merrunus,  a  treasurer,  1G3 

Merida,  423 

Merocle«  (Myrocles),  bishop  of  Milan.  27, 
28 

Heropios,  a  philosopher^  216 

McroB,  31 1 

Meroringian«,  ii.  3 

HflaopoUnua.  79,  101.  166,  202 

MemOiaAS,  522. 523 :  it.  240. 255, 332.  8te 
also  Eachit«s 

Methodists,  ii.  38 

Metrodoms.  a  philosopher,  216 

Metrophantes,  Dishop  of  Bjiantinm,  81 

Metropolitans,  397,  li.  534,  539,  544.  543 

Metz.  ii.  508 

Michiu'l  the  dnmkoxd,  340 

Michael,  an  idol,  118 

Michut,  on  Irish  chieftain,  ii.  416 

Milan,  edict  of,  4,  49  .-  abdication  of  Maxi- 
miou  at,  6 ;  Bishop  Merocles,  27  :  Cicci- 
lian  stimmoned  thither.  32  :  Bishop 
EtistorgiuB.  79 ;  glories  of.  180:  bishop 
at  Sordico.  181;  council  in  rear  345... 
195;  206;  council  iu  year" 347.. ,217: 
council  in  year  355.. .22*8;  churches  at, 
229 :  Constantine  and  Julian  at,  301 ; 
Hilary,  the  deacon  at,  331 :  Hihur  at, 
in  year  364... 349:  St.  Ambrose,  Bishop, 
385;  Talenliaiau  n.at.39'>:  St.  Martin 
■t,899;  Phscillianists  at,  423  ;  council  in 
year  382.. .446:  St.  Ambrose  and  Justina 
at,  483;  St,  Augustine  at,  492,  494; 
death  of  Theodosiua  the  Oreat  at.  543 : 
Ambrorian  Library  at,  ii.  57;  Alaric 
approaching,  ii.  119 

.  bishops  of  (Mr  also  under  each  aame  :) 


Morocles  (Myrocles).  before  314.. .27; 
Eustorgius,  before  326. ..79:  Protasioo, 
before  S43...  180:  Dionyslna,  before  35( 
...228;  Auxentius,  856...2:-t:{;  Ambroae, 
STC.l^S.'V  [Auxentius  II.  MercnrinuB, 
before  886...4B8J:  Slniplicianus.  SOT... 
ii.  18;  Veneriu3.401...ii.  107:  Mortinion, 
before  431... ii.  348 

Miletus,  ii.  86 

Milevum,  ii.  110 

Militarjr  Berrico  and  Christianity,  29,  390 

MilleuBxians,  ii.  22 

MUinan,  222,298, . 519 ;  ii.  121,414 

Miltiades,  pope.  2.  20.  22 ;  ii.  152 

Milton,  his  Arianism.  71 

Milrian  Bridge.  2 

Miracles  of  St  Gh^gory  of  Neocssareo,  S7j 
in  Georgia.  130, 131 

Miron,  King  of  Georgia.  131 

Misphos.  a  fortress,  ii.  102 

Mithra.  :s00 

Mixed  chalice,  ii.  20 

Mocios,  St..  church  of,  ii.  .%I4 

Modestua,  prefect,  367,  371,  374 

MflBsio,  153,  164.  180.  280,  459 

Monaoticism.  origin,  1;{1 ;  estimate  of, : 
ioaogurated  in  Eorope  by  St.  Athuu 
at  Borne,  169 :  adopted  in  West  by 
bius  of  VercelliB,  226;  in  Egypt,  M^' 
244.  540,  541  ;  in  Egypt  and  Syria,  368; 
in  Gaul,  400 ;  double  monostcriea,  481 ; 
in  Africa,  ii.  6,  10;  abosee,  5K;  Xitri&n 
monks,  54-59;  hasketwork,  59;  f&noU- 
cism,  90;  in  Scciic  desert,  144.  245;^ 
St.  Jerome  on,  177;  Pelogina  oil,  ITTj 
178;  at  Bethlehoin,  200.  230:  Ca«siaB*«i 
monoatic  institutes^  231 ;  sleepleat  monka, 
239;  at  Lerins,  247:  subjection  to 
bishops,  .i:t3 

Monnicu,  St.,  mother  of  St.  Augwtliie. 
494 :  at  Ostia.  500 ;  ii.  6 

Monophyaitism,  ii.  380-382.  364.  385,  hW 
549,  550 

Monsters,  ii.  126 

Montanistic  fanaticism,  15.  34.  2:26;  ii, 

MontonuR,  a  silcutiftry,  224.  2.Sd 

Montensians.     ^'ee  UiU  fulk 

Montfaucon.  ii.  40,  47,  80,  lOf).  104,  lt>l 

Mopsucroue,  :i02 

Mopsoestia,  19o.  219 

Mordeeoi.  203 

JTorpJ^,  St.  Paul's  use  of,  89 

Mo6«ufl  (Motes),  bishop  of  Ant«nidna« 
389 

Moselle,  the.  155 

Moeee,  ii.  67 

,  a  monk.  377 

Mourning  for  the  dead,  ii.  33 

MozleT,Dr.,  74,  516;  u.  116,131. 170,  Sll 
226 

Muronins,  Bishop,  ii.  10 

Maraa,151.219 

Musieus  of  Thessolonica,  188 
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MusoniAntts  Strate^ius,  141, 181 
Musonias,  Bi«bop,  'JtJS.  '277 
Mmllation  to  avoid  episcopate,  ii.  ;(6 
MutU8,  a  gladiator,  15 
'•  My  kitten,  live  your  own  life,'*  479 
Myroclet,  bishop  of  Mikn,  20 


N 


Nabor^  Milanese  martyr,  22d»  4ii6 

Nab^ith,  495 

Naissus,  a  place,  184 

Naates,  edict  of,  ii.  116 

Naples,  23:2,  331 

Napoleon  1.,  ii.  236 

Narbonne,  238;  ii.  41U 

NorctKsus,  bishop  of  Jerosaleui,  ii.  9 

,  bishop  of  Ncroaioa,  157,  179,  185 

NtiTses,  a  count,  4G9 

,  priest  and  mouk,  ii.  48.'j 

Nature,  meaning  of,  ii.  882,  :i8S,  HS.'),  430, 
431,  48:t;  two  natures,  456,  457;  "in" 
or  "  of."  471,  519.  520,  529-531 

Navigius,  499 

Nazareth,  124 

NeaJe,  Dr.  J.  M.,  64,  97.  528  :  ii.  542 

Neacder.  159,  ItJO,  4e.'i;  ii.  5:! 

Nebridios,  a  friend  of  St.  Augustine,  494 

.  a  prefeft.  ii.  H6 

NebuchadaeEzar.  ii.  407 

Nectanus^  biahop  of  Constantinople.  433, 
440.  45ti,  457.  520 ;  ii.  27.  36.  45,  69,  88. 

,  a  pagan  at  Carthage,  ii.  133 

Nemthur,  alleged  birthplace  of  St.  Patrick, 
ii.415 

Neoca>sarea,  couocil  of,  34 ;  388 

■ .  on  the  Euphrates.  4-1 

Ne^tu,  bisliop  of  Seleucia,  281 

Neuphyte,  34jl,  433;  ii.  81.  122 

Neoplatoaismi  itsinflueoceon  word  "  ousia," 
HO ;  on  word  "  hoinoousion,*'  91 ;  three 
hypoetaBes,93;  297,  300.  ii.  141,142.194 

Nepotian,  uephew  of  CuDstautine,  SlU 

Nero,  21.  126 

Nerooias,  157 

Nertorian  controrersy,  68,  827 

Nestoriamam,  liok  with  Pelagianinn,  ii. 
161.  in2,  229,  276,  333:  164:  iti  rise, 
254  :  anticipations  of,  256 ;  anticipatory 
patristic  refutations  of,  257,  258 ;  induce- 
nipiits  to,  259  ;  Cyril's  anathemas  against-, 
294.  'JSo ;  Neslorian  communion  in  the 
East,  385,  412 ;  end  of  the  controversy, 
366 ;  Synodicon,  387,  .S88 ;  sorrey  of,  393; 
statement  of  OapreoliuKddb,  386 ;  acconnt 
by  Socrates,  408;  istne,  425;  482;  anti- 
Ncstorian  feeling  at  Chalcedon.  517 

Neatohus.  bishop  of  Constantinople,  ii.  254 ; 
OS  a  persecutor,  255,  256 ;  on  Theotocos. 


264 ;  letter  to  Celestine,  285;  Emperor's 
letter  to  Cyril,  298;  sermons  at  Constan- 
tiaople,  299.  300 ;  bis  counter  anathomaa, 
301.  302;  started  for  Kphesos,  312  ;  at 
EphesuK,  313,  314;  would  not  call  "tt 
child"  God,  314;  deposed,  323,  335;  in 
retirement,  353 ;  likened  to  Judas,  357  ; 
iipoken  of  as  "  Saint."  385 ;  near  Antioch, 
387  ;  narrative  of  his  suffering*,  387. 388, 
430;  mentioned  by  St.  Vincent,  :^8j 
Socrates  on.  408;  his  end,  411.  412; 
character  iiud  powition,  42.-t;  anathema- 
tized by  £utychea,  481  :  and  Ibas,  536 

Newman,  J.  H..  connected  Anus  with  Paul 
of  Samosata,  58;  descriution  of  Niciea, 
76 ;  on  Niceuo  use  of  technical  terms.  89 ; 
on  St.  Atbanflfiing,  142:  on  St.  Athana- 
sios  and  Marcellus,  157  ;  00  council  of 
Sirmiuni.  221 ;  on  semi-Arianism.  247, 
248.  263;  on  transfer  of  Eudoxius.  257  ; 
on  Liberins,  262  ;  on  Eusebios  of  Caesa- 
rea,  170;  on  .\rian  "imperceptible 
centre,"  2JH;  on  the  law  of  reunion. 
360;  St.  Martin,  467:  on  St,  Chrvsos- 
toin,  ii.  86.  91,  92,  104;  158,  170,  171, 
178,  242,  298,  427 

Newion,  Sir  Isaac,  71 

New  Troy,  311 

Nicarete,  a  faitbfiil  woman,  ii.  88 

Nicasios,  bishop  of  Divio,  80 

,  bishop  of  Reims,  ii.  125 

Niciea,  itJ  clinuLte,  situation,  and  importance, 
76  ;  Bishop  Theoguis,  79,  2<>4  ;  Hrat  pro- 
posed as  site  for  the  council  of  461,  ii. 
509-511 

Nice,  in  Thrace.  274,  358 

Niccne  Council,  its  language  on  weak  Chris- 
tians, 44  ;  ou  Meletiu«t,  54 ;  summoned 
by  advice  of  Hosiiis,  70;  description  of, 
71  ;  number  of  bishops  at,  77;  memt>ers 
described,  78, 79  ;  date  of  opening  day.  80: 
questiun  of  presidency.  80 ;  preliminary 
diacnsaiona,  8:^  84 ;  modem  charge 
against,  89 :  its  real  moral  aim,  93 :  ita 
decision  Scriptural,  93,  94  ;  mistakes  to 
be  avoided,  94,95:  the  Creed,  95,1^;  the 
anathemas,  IKJ ;  settlement  of  Meletian 
troubles  and  Easter  controversy,  99 ;  the 
canons,  102, 116,  177  :  its  greatness,  110; 
date  of  close,  HI:  Meletian  bishops,  117; 
its  Creed  produced  at  Milan,  229;  rela- 
tion to  Coitstantinopolitan  Creed,  436.437: 
the  eighth  canuu,  ii.  9;  on  marriage  of 
clergy,  15;  the  .sixth  canon,  197,  584- 
536 :  alleged  in  case  of  Apiariua,  248 ; 
decision  abont  creed  at  Ephesus,  331 ; 
481.  521,  522,  528:  form  at  Chalcedon, 
.5:K).  531;  the  fourth  canon,  .539;  the 
seventh  canon.  ,54i;,  ii.  244,  549 

Nicetas,  bishop  of  Romatiana,  ii.  145 

Nicocles,  a  grammArian.  296 

Nicolaos,  a  priest,  ii.  100 

Nicomcdia,  an  edict  of  toleration  promut- 
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gated  at,  6;  Bishop  Eusebiiu,  62,  79; 
loved  by  Diocletian,  63 ;  churches  at,  %  6, 
125;  peisecation  at,  10,  63;  Scriptures 
burnt  at,  12;  84,  143;  earthquaKe  at, 
264 :  Julian  at,  296 :  Valens  at,  367 ;  U. 
45,  73,  102,  360,  534 

Nicopolis,  390 

Niebuhr,  45 

Nigra,  a  gate  at  Treves,  155 

Nile,  134,  135,  171,  322,  355,  529;  NUe- 
gauge,  532 

Nilus,  an  Egyptian  monk,  ii.  144 

Nimrod,  ii.  427 

Nina  (Ninia),  130, 131 

Ninian,  St.,  ii.  416 

Nisibis,  79,  202  ;  ii.  96 

Nismea  council,  539 

Nitria,  131,  243.  540;  ii.  54-59,  190, 194 

Nola.    8ee  Paulinas 

Nonnus  of  Edessa,  ii.  498 

Norwich,  188 

Notary,  ii.  146 

Novatians:  their  principles,  108,  330,  ii. 
123,  164,  2H8 :  emperors  and,  356,  525, 
ii.  255,  256 ;  Socrates  and,  ii.  508,  509 ; 
Nicene  canons  and,  99, 108 ;  Pacian  and, 
397;  in  Asia  Minor,  79,  521,  ii.  241 ;  at 
Constantinople,  356, 857, 521,  ii.  140, 238- 
240,  255,  and  fre  under  Constantinople, 
Novatian  bishops  of ;  at  Borne,  i.  510 

Nuvempopulanian,  ii.  125 

Numidia,  13,  16.  399 ;  ii.  5. 110,  201,  252 

Nundinarius,  a  Donatist  deacon,  19 

Nunechiuc.  bishop  of  Laodicea,  ii.  488,  545 

Nyssa,  378 


0 


Oak,  synod  of  the.  ii.  66  ;  orientals  at,  ii.  :t44 

Oasi^.  the.  ii.  41 

f)h>teqttiii,  47 

Oceanus,  a  friend  of  St.  Jerome,  ii,  .")2 

Odvssey  loved  bv  Juliau,  295 

Oli'phant,  Mrs.,  244 

Olyuipias,  deaconess,  ii.  8(t 

.  a  ladv  at  Coustantinople,  ii.  36,  48, 

88.  89,  94',  95,  108,  104 
Olyiiipius,  bishop  of  Aeui.  191 

,  a  bishop,  23 

,  another  bishop,  ii.  .S:^ 

.  an  officer,  ii.  134.  l:i6 

,  a  philc-Jopher,  't'AO 

Oinan.  C.  W.  C..  ii.  2:^6 

Ommanney,  prebendary,  ii.  398 

OmophoHon.  ii.  57 

Onager,  a  youn^  profligate,  192 

Onesiphorus.   hish(»ji  of   Iconium,  ii.   48.% 

486,  488.  520,  544 
Opportunism,  ii.  197 
Optatus  on   the  Donatist  schism,  17,  207, 

211,H:14-336:  -m  the  alms  of  Constans, 

209 


Optatns,  Donatist  bishop  of  Tamugada,  iL 
21, 152 

— ,  pagan  prefect,  ii.  87 

Optimus,  440 

Orange,  its  bishop  represented  at  Aries,  28 

Oraiiowa  mUam,  ii.  1^ 

Orbii  terrammy  meaning  of,  ii.  21, 149 

Orchan,  a  Turkish  conqueror,  82 

Ordination,  grace  of,  ii.  198 ;  forcible,  ii.  538 

Oresios,  bishop  of  Marseilles,  27 

Orestes,  prefect,  ii.  193-195,  274,  425 

Oribasios,  302 

Orient,  the,  141, 820, 438 ;  churches  of  the, 
ii.  308 ;  position  at  Ephesns,  337 ;  depn- 
tation  to  Chaicedon,  344-352:  at  cloM 
of  Ephesus,  353 ;  four  shades  of  opinioH 
about  Cyril,  865 ;  acceptance  of  Bennion, 
376 

Origen,  his  language  claimed  by  Ariuis, 
^;  step  of  Demetrius  against,  61; 
admitted  homoousion,  97 ;  118 ;  nsed  the 
word  "  dogma,**  399 ;  well  ap^en  of  by 
St.  Jerome,  477 ;  controversy  upon,  482. 
541 ;  the  Hexapla,  u.  129 :  li.  263,  206, 
399 

Origenism,  ii.  49 ;  points  of  controversy,  iL 
50:70,72.  12.5,179 

Originale  peccatom,  ii.  170,  200,  205 

Orion,  809 

Orontee,  374,  504 

Orontios,  a  Pelagianixing  bishop,  ii.  221 .  276 

Orosiua,  Panlus,  u.  120, 137, 138,  161.  179, 
182 :  his  defence.  185 ;  200 

Orsisius,  243 

Osiris,  529 

Osrhoene,  508,  .'i24,  528 

Ostia,  28,  500 

Ostiau  road.  127  ;  ii.  137 

Ostiary.  a  porter,  ii.  25 

Ostrogoths,  ."(03  ;  ii.  41 

Oswald.  St..  1G3 

Otreius.  Bishop,  440 

Ouiio,  its  meaning,  89-92,  96.  97.  32."..  326, 
422 ;  ii.  409 

Oxyrinchos,  242 


Pabau.  135 

Pachomiu.s  134.  135.  169.  243 

Pacian.  bishop  of  Barcelona.  397 

Psedttgogus,  29,'*,  ii.  45 

Paganism,  serious  attempt  to  overthrew  it 

by  Theodosius  I.,  50,  532  :  it*;  tenacity. 

51.  535:  under  Constantine,    124.    125: 

under  Constans.  178  ;  167,  299.  vSO.V  :t07; 

under  Gratian,  397;  in  Africa.  534  ;  snr- 

^ivaUof.ii.  6-8.  22,  23;  136 
Palaebisca.  a  town,  ii.  143 
Palsemon,  a  hermit.  134 
Palatine<J.  civil  otHcers.  ii.  336 
Palestine.  Christians  of.  in  persecution.  10; 


Index.                           ^^585^^ 

rejivefiented  at  Nicsft,  78;   nclnses   ixi« 

Patripassianisnu  358                                                ^^M 

541  :  Nitrian  monkii  in,  ii.  5S 

Ptttrocluji.  bishop  of  Aries.  27 ;  ii.  210                       ^H 

Palinode,  a  letter  of  suhmissinn.  13(; 

Patrophilus  uf  Scnhopoiis,  G5,  7H,  140,  154.               ^^M 

PiUbLdiut.,  au  IllvriiLa  bisbup.  441-443 

'232,  270.  272.  274                                                    ^H 

,  Irish  bUbop,  ii.  234,  235.  415 

,  bishop  uf  Uelenopolis,  422 :  ii.  28. 36, 

Paul,  St.,  church  at  Rome.  127;  ii.   137:              ^^M 

bis  Epistjra,  498  :  ii.  37.  ti7,  86,  129,  181,             ^H 

46,  -tS.  57.  GO,  B3,  1)7,  70,  73,  TO,  84,  85. 

188,  \'J'^,  499,  533.  .H3                                               ^M 

93,9ti.  98.  101.  102 

,  a  bitibop  at  Cirta,  13.  K'l                                    ^H 

^■^.  a  prefect  at  AJexandria  in  37H...37G 

,  bishop   of  Constantinople,  IGI,  164,             ^H 

166.  179.  180.  181,  222;  Ms  expulsions             ^H 

,  a  prefect  in  418.. .ii.  211,  349 

Palliam,  q\  Theodwius,  ii.  345 ;  of  St.  Mark, 

summartzed.  223;  ii.  408                                            ^H 

i.  llij 

.  an  Egyptian  bishop,  ii.  59,  60                          ^^| 

Palm-tree  bark,  ii.  193,  194 

,  bishop  of  Emesa,  il  326,  344,  366-      __^^ 

Palmyra,  li.  102 

'Srj5, 435                                                           ^^^M 

Paiiibon.  244 

,  bishop  of  Erythrum,  ii.  143                      ^^^^H 

Pammachius.  son-ia-law  of  Paola,  ."WW ;  ii. 

.  bishop  of  Hcraclca,  ii.  71                            ^^^^| 

52,54,  162.  167 

,  a  Libyan  bishop,  it  68,  77                               ^H 

PaJiiphilu-q.  a  Palrstinian  Christian,  10 

,   bishop   of   Neocajsarea  on   the   Eu-             ^^M 

.  the  friend  of  Eusebiiw,  97, 118  ;  ii.  51 

phrates.  44,  7A                                                         ^H 

Painphylia,  b7,  77,  3o7,  523  ;  ii.  332 

' — ^.  Noratian  bishop  of  Constantinople,  ii.             ^^M 

Paneras,  St..  11 

240                                                                            ^H 

Panpratius.  bishop  of  Libjraa,  ii.  488 

,  bishop  of  Tjro.  148                                           ^H 

.  a  priest,  226,  232 

of  Sainoeata,  21,  38,  58.  68,  91.  176,             ^M 

,  a  inurivT.  1 1 

261 ;  ii.  230,  255.  2G5,  299                                    ^M 

Fannyma.  SO,  218,398 

,  a  commissioner,  209,  334 ;  ii.  151             ^^^^M 

PauolbiuA.  bishop  of  Hierapolis,  U.  422, 429, 

.  the  Hrst  hermit,  131                                  ^^^H 

540 

,  messenger,  ii.  451                                     ^^^^^H 

Panopolis  li.  411 

.  nephew  of  CvHI,  ii.  350                                   ^^H 

Paiwophiu:>,  Bishop,  ii.  44.  83 

.  a  notary,  called  "  The  Chain,'*  1 1>3                  ^H 

,  pffldugugofl,  ii.  45,  46 

.  a  Palestinian  Christian.  10                                  ^^| 

Papal  claims.    jSm  Prixnacv 

Paula,  a  Roman  ladv,  454,  477,  481.  538:             ^M 

Paphnutius.  a  confessor,  78,  109,  149.  479 

^M 

ParaMuni.  ii.  Iy5,  312,  479,  484,  487 

Pauliciaus,  87.  510                                                      ^H 

Pardons,  sale  of,  ii.  240 

Paolillus.  a  lad,  it.  404                                                ^H 

Paris,  \U   biahop  at  Sardica,  181  ;  Biblio- 

PaiUiuiaaos,  brother  of  St.  Jerome,  542                    ^^M 

thfequo  Nationale,  280:  Srat  council  of, 

Pauliiius  of  Antioch.  250.  291.  324  :  consc-             ^H 

285  ;  leper  at.  402 :  40^1,  ii.  317 

crated  bishop,  329  ;  li^.i  ;  his  urthodoxy,             ^H 

Parisian  breviarv.  on   St.  Hilanr,  352;  ii. 

:H6.:H7:  380,  381  ;  his  relation  to  Kome,             ^H 

:«7                                   • 

386, 387  ;  400.  407.  445,  454. 525 :  death.             ^M 

Parish,  early  meaning  of  word.  30 ;  parochial 

52.^1 :  ii.  196                                                             ^H 

system  at  AJexau^a,  55 ;  In  later  sense. 

of  Kok.  539;  ii.  4,  125,  139. 161. 163.             ^M 

ii.  242 

246                                                                           ^M 

Parker.  Mr.  J.  H.,  127 

ot  Treves  or  of  Tibur,  201 .  226                       ^H 

Panxia,39l$ 

ofTyre,61,65.68.78.90. 141.156, 157             ^H 

PiuiiM&iu,  St  AuipiBtine  against,  ii.  24 

,  secretary  to  St.  Ambrose,  38o  :  his             ^^M 

Parthonins.  priest,  ii.  358 

life  of  St.  Ambrose.  4'J6  :  518;  ii,  14,  17.             ^H 

PemiI,  ii.  171.401 

145,  166.  lt:7,  205.  206,  210                                   ^M 

Pasehasitius.  bishop  of  Lilybieain,  and  papal 
representative  at  Chalcedon,  ii.  422.  510, 

Pavia,  ii.  16                                                          ^^^M 

Peace  of  SeronUnirus,  a  place,  145                  ^^^^H 

511.  51G,  518,  519,  523,  524,  586,  545, 

Peactj,  relaxing  iaflatrnco  of,  11.  5:^3                   ^^^^H 

546 

Pegasius,  bii*hop  of  New  Troy.  31 1                     ^^^M 
PeTagionism,  87  ;  ii.  1 10  ;  the  rise  uf,  159  :             ^H 

,  an  excommunicated  peraon,  445 

Passion  of  our  Lord.  Augustine  on,  ii.  6,  7 

sooree  of    the  heresv,  161 :    link    with             ^H 

PaMiiUi,  meaning  of.  U.  70 

Nestorianism,  161,  162.  276.  XV,l.  sum-             ^M 

Patemus,  a  bishop  of  Brmj^  ii.  26 

mary  of  early  history.   164.   165:  seren      ^^^^1 

,  a  prieet,  ii.  92 

Patriarch.  437.  4:t9,  ii.  4-12,  510 

propositions  of  Cnlee'tius.  167  :  originaU     ^^^^H 

peecaiwm,   170  ;    un  linng  withoat  sin,     ^^^^H 
180,  181,  183:  synod  of  Diospolis.  186-      ^^^1 

,  Jewish,  ii.  192 

Patriciu*.  father  of  St.  Augustine,  492 

19U:    decline   of,   199;    modern    forms            ^H 

- — -.  "solicitor"  fur  imperial  treasury,  467 

of,  226:  semi-Pelagianism,  232 ;  Alleluia            ^H 

,  au  imperial  officer,  lit 

victory,  234 ;    condemned   at    Ephesus,            ^^M 

Patrick.  St..  ii.  235,  414-tl8 

asO:   settled.  402;  Rome  aud,403:  and           ^H 

,  a  measeoger,  ii.  451 

St.  r«ro,  418. 418                                                ^M 

H^                                                      Index.                                  ^^^H 

^^B            Felagitu?,  bishop  of  Landiceo,  440 

Peter,  a  priest,  ii.  319, 323                     ^^^^| 

^^H           — ,  heretic,  482 :  a  British  monk.  ii.  161 : 

,  a  reader,  ii.  195                              ^^^H 

^H                At   Rome,  Itil;    hie   EtilogiK,  IIU.  16a, 

Petilioo  of  Oirta,  ii.  24,  1 18,  150          ^^^H 

^^H               181 ;   moral  e&rnestnes£,  164 :  commen- 

Petra,  ii.  102.  387,  429                           ^^^H 

^^H                Ury  on   St.  Paid.   165,  170,   211,  '277; 

Petronios,  abbot,  243                                ^^^^H 

^^H                left   Rome  for  Sicily  and    Africa,  166: 

,  mittirter  of  stale,  356                  ^^^^^ 

^^H                letter  to  Dcmetriajt,  177,  178:    personal 

Pharaoh,  216 ;  ii.  407,  427                                      1 

^^B                appearance,  182 :  at  Jerusalem,  183.  2(>I ; 
^^H                at  Diospolis,  18G-190;  sabBeqaeot  activity, 
^^H                199 :    lost  letter  ii)  St.  AugtiKtine.  20:-1 ; 

Phoretrius  archbishop  of  Cresarea,  ii,  90,  ^J 

H 

Phenm^stts,  377                                                  ^H 

^^H                209;  bispocition  iD4I8...2la;  disappnr- 

Pherbutha,  a  Persian  martyr,  205                  ^H 

^^H                 ance  from  history,  225 

Philadelphia,  342                                              ^M 

^H            Pelusiuin,  199;  ii.*102 

Pliilogrius,  prefect  of  Egrpt,  152,  167,  Itil*,^^ 

^^^1             Pempton,  oear  Const&utiuople,  ii.  81 

22:*                                                           1 

^^H            Penal  lawst  aj^aiust  heretics,  ii.  2M 

Philastrius.  bishop  of  Bresciii.  Sa*/,  442          ^J 

PhUeos,  bishop  of  Thmuis,  10,  54                   ^M 

^^H            P«naDce,  Pocian  on,  397 

^H            Pmates,  532 :  ii.  23 

Philetus,  ii.  151                                         __^M 

^^H            Peutteatiary  priest,  527 

Pbiiip  the  fair,  407                                 ^^^H 

^^m           Penitent!!,  three  urdcrtt  of,  35,  39,  319:  ii. 

,  prefect,  221, 223                          ^^^H 

^H 

,  priest  ii.  31 1,  327                           ^^^H 

n.,  543                                                    ^M 

^^^1            Funtadia,  a  deaconess,  ii.  86,  89 

^^H            PentaloKus  of  Theodoret,  ii.  359 
^H           PenUpdis,  67,  104, 105.  147 

ot  Side.  ii.  238.  276.  287,  351                ^H 

Fhilippopolis    in  Thrace,  183,    184,    IM^H 

208:  ii.22.  253                                        ^H 

^^H            Pentateuch  in  heroic  verse,  314 

^H            Pentecost,  ii.  246 

Phllo.  ii.  16,  193                                              ^M 

^H            Perga.  ii.  343,  485 

of  Coostfijatinople,  iL  250                     ^H 

^^H            Perffamnm,  297 

Philorhares,  378                                               ^H 

^H            Fenapti.  ii.  34 

Philugonius,  bishop  of  Antioch,  68,  78         ^H 

^^H            Perigenea,  bishop  of  Corinth,  ii.  313 

Philoromus,  an  Egyptian  Christian,  ID         ^^M 

^H            Perinthus,  164 

Philosopher  converted  at  Nicvo,  82               ^H 

^^H            Permusioo  of  evil,  ii.  181 

Philostorgius  on  Eosebins  of  Nfcoinwtia,  62;  ^H 

^H           Perpetoa.  St..  ii.  405 

120 ;   on  Acacias.  170 ;   on  Theophilos^^H 

^^H            Persecution,  date  of  the  last,  2;  experiences 

the  IniliaD,  243.  263;   on  JSHm,   250:^H 

^H                of,  10 :  hy  Liciniu.s,  42 

on  Libcriu-s  257  ;  on  Etidoxias,  257  ;  oo^H 

^^H            -^.   attitude   of    Christian    bishops  to: 

UlphilaiJ.   280 ;  on  Kuuouiiun.    287  ;    oa  ^H 

^H                Amphilochios,  46o.  4o9  ;    Martin,  4€7- 

mutder  of  George,  310;  :«3.  M 1 ,  342. 3C7^B 

^H               470,  ii .  1 1 6 :  Ambrose.  501 .  508 ;  Gregoi^ 

PhUoxeaos.  &  Roman  preabyter,  169,  17(L^H 

^^H                Nazianzen.  524,  it  116;  Chrysostom,  ii. 

181                                                                       H 

^H                38,  116;  Augustine,  ii.  115,   116.    i:^'*; 

Philomenus,  a  rebel,  145                                  ^H 

^H                Cyril,  ii.    191;    Ncstorius,  ii.  2,>1-25G; 

Phinebas,  ii.  3-11                                               ^H 

^^M               Froclus,  ii.  387 :  other  fathers,  ii.  1 18 

PhoDbfldius  of  Agen.  256.  268.  275,  270,  ^B 

^^H            Persia,  attack  uu  Ni^ibis,  79 ;  Bbhop  John, 

397. 398                                                         ^B 

^^M               79;    representatives  at  Jcruiialeni.  15:<; 
^^M               early  Christian  historr  of.  79,  202 ;  war 
^H               of  CoDsUntins,  270 :  510.  ii.  95,  145, 245 

Pfaonicia.  represented  at  Nica>a.  78 ;  ii.  89.  ^H 

94,100                                                           ■ 

Photinuo,  bishop  of   Sirmiuzn.   198,  2I7,^H 

^H            Pesiinas,  317,  ii.  96 

228 ;  his  hereay.  328  ;  403,  526 ;  U.  2»7»^| 

^H           Peter,  St.,  first  •*  St.  Peter's  "  at  Rome,  126, 

266,271.398                                              ^H 

^H               169:  ii.  7,  187 :  church  of  St.  Peter  and 

Photius  ut  Constantinople,  ii.  72.  200.  359  ^ 

^^H               St  Paul  at  Constantinuplp,  ii.  66;  129, 

(Photiaus)  emploved  bv  Neslontis,  «. 

^H                137.  181,  185,  203,  371.  543 

273.  280 

^H            Pet<T  of  Alexandria,  10,  16.  5:^ 

,  bishop  of  Tyre,  ii.  439.  441.  443,  487. 

^^H            of  Alexandria,  successor  to  St  Atha- 

490,  492.  528,  584.  536.  544                                i 

^H                najitus.  376,  385,  410.  414,  415;   date  of 

Pbrygio,  262.  311  ;  li.  41                                ^H 

^B               death.  416 

PhpHt,  89 ;  and  $e4  Nature                   ^^^^1 

^^B            ,  an  aged  bishop,  ii.  422 

Pireomn,  277                                           ^^^^H 

^^H           ,  archimandrite  of  Constantinople,  ii. 

Pictfl.  li  234.  235                                    ^^^H 

^M               497 

Pierius.  bishop,  55                                     ^^^^^H 

^^H           .  Chrrsologiu,  bishop  of  Ravenna,  it 

Pilgrimages,  122,  481,  ii.  534                 ^^^H 

^H               246 

PiUam  of  Hercules,  u.  145                      ^^^H 

^^H           ,  meownger,  ii.  451 

Pincian  hill,  li.  137                                                  ^ 

^^H           ^— ,  (Moogv),   Monophysitc,  bishop  at 

Pinianui.  a  covrespondent  of  St  AnniilBfu      J 

^H                Alexandria,  ii.  489 

ii.  215                                                           ^H 

^^1           .  Kestorion  bishop,  ii.  359 

Pinses.  a  monastic  loperior.  148                  ^^H 

Index.                                        587     ^^H 

Pior,  a  Nitrian  monk,  243 

Prffit«xUtu8,  a  prefect,  36:^  364.  471                ^^^H 

Pisa.  cuuDcil  in  1409.. .ii.  538 

Prjerariwiiio,  ii.  216                                           ^^^^H 

Pisidia,  357,  .V24 

Prarurs  for  the  dead,  .V24                                           ^^H 

Pistus.  an  Arian  bbhop,  16o-167 

Praylius,  bishop  of  Jerusalem,  ii.  207.  430                ^^| 
Preaching',  of  St.  Athanasins,  142 ;  African             ^^H 

.  hij=h<jp  of  Athene.  79 

Pityus,  on  the  Euxine,  ii.  104 

usa^e,  ii.   5;    St.  Augustine,  6,  7;   St.             ^^| 

Placidia,  **the  Lodi^inRa  of,"  ii.  66;  305 

Chrysostom,    31-^  357;    St    Proclus,             ^H 

Plautagenet,  348,  ii.  IH? 

269, 270                                                                   ^H 

Plato.  295,  299 ;    platouizcd  paganism,  4 ; 

Predestination,  ii.  19,  217-220,  400                           ^H 

ii.  16.142,434.490 

Prcfectores  of  the  Empire,  :{0                                    ^H 

VUrama,  89 

Prenetus,  a  town.  ii.  73                                               ^^^k 

Plintha,  a  general,  ii.  :t5!» 

Prcsbyterianisiii,  so-called  orden:,  .')9.  70;            ^^H 

Plotiutis,  ii,  194 

connexion  with  Arianiian,72;  connexion       ^^^^| 

Ptoralilv  of  episcopal  coni$ecnitors,  29 

with  Aerians,  524                                            ^^^H 

Plato,  529 

Presbyters  at  Niciea,  78  ;  African  preaching      ^^^^^| 

Plymouth  Brethren,  ii.  214 

usage,  ii.  5                                                        ^^^^| 

Poederofi,  bishop  of  Hemcl€&,  79 

Priests  of  the  provinces,  phrase  meaning             ^H 

Pocmen.fl  bishop.  Ii.  77 

bishops,  ii.  13:^                                                         ^^| 

,  a  monic,  ii.  245 

Primacy  of  Rome,  points  bearing  on,  28, 27.            ^^| 

Poetneniuji  an  AnoinoBan.  342 

29, 80, 81,  103,  407  ;  sixth  Nicene  Canon,             ^H 

Poeta.  Chrirtian:   Arias,  64,  409;  ApolU- 

104;  letter  of  Julius  to  Euscbians.  177:              ^H 

narcs.  :^t4;     Damasus,  476;    Ambrose, 

Hoeios  at  Sardica,  184  :  appellate  juris-             ^^^k 

492.  IQii,  ii.  288,  .S.56 ;  Angustino.  17,  ii. 

diction,  186;  Sardican  letter  to  Julius,             ^H 

6;    Pnidentius,  47CI.  yl   120:    Gregory 

189 ;  third  Coaslantiuopolitan  canon,  439  ;             ^^^k 

Nttzianzcn,  409,  li.  461 ;  Endocia,  ii.  237, 

ii.  26;  St.  Chrvsostom s  view,  82;   Pope             ^H 

238 

Innocent  and  t(ie  Easterns,  84  ;  Innocent             ^H 

Poitiers,  173,  221 

and  Gaul  and  Spain.  121  :   the  question             ^^^k 
of  St.  Chrysostom,  145 ;  African  Synodal             ^H 

Pollentio,  ii.  119 

Polycarp,  St.,  martyrdom,  16;  Easter  con- 

letter   to     Innocent,    201 ;    Innocent's             ^H 

troversy,  100 ;  Gloria  Patri.  197 

replies,  203,  204  ;  Zoeimus  on  PeUgias,             ^H 

Polycrat«8,  his  share  in  Kaster  controversy. 

208, 209  ;  causu  finiUi  t*i,  215 ;  Apianus,               ^H 

100 

248-253 ;  Celestine's  letter  to  Nestorius,            ^H 

Poate  Molle,  2 

889, 290 ;  letter  to  Ephecus,  and  reply,  327,              ^H 

Pontianus,  case  of,  in  235.. .49 

330 ;  CelestiDC^s  assumptions.  357  ;  Leo's             ^H 

Pontifex  Maximas,  45 

development,  413;  case  of  Cbelidonius,              ^H 

Poatitianus,  4118 

420,  421 ;  St.  Leo  on  appellate  jurisdic-              ^H 

Pontius,  a  biiihop,  334 

tiun,  496 ;  Thcodoret's  letter  to  Leo,  498-              ^H 

PontuH,  capital  uf.  37;  Christians  tortured. 

500  ;  Leo's  failure  tn  impress  Tbeodosius,              ^^| 

38 ;  repre«eQt«d  at  Nic«a,  78 ;   province 

502;  Roman  deputies  at  Chalcedon,  516,              ^H 

of,  107;  Rtihop  Panl  banished  to,  161  ; 

520,  524,  520,  545 ;  the  Tome  at  Chal-              ^H 

St.Ba8aon,368;  U.  27,  105 

cedott,  532;  Leo's  pronouncement  about              ^^^k 

Pop(!,  as  a  title,  106 :  special  title  of  bishops 

Theodoret,  536  ;  question   of  Primacy  ut             ^H 

of  Alexandria,  135:  63,  61,  78,  79.  ii. 

Chalcedon,  543-548                                             ^H 

HH.  374.  491 ;  "  Me  Pope  "  first  used  of 

Primianus,  a  Douatist  bishop,  539  ;  ii.  148 ;              ^^| 

Bishop  of  Kome,  ii.  26.    ^  Primacy 

his  sect,  4,  21,  109,  151                                          ^H 

Porphyrins,  bishop  at   Anlioch,  ii.  93-95, 

Principia.  adopted  daughter  of  St.  Jerome's             ^^| 

144,196 

friend  Marcclla.  ii.  137                                            ^H 

.  bishop  of  Gaza,  ii.  38 

Prisca,   Latin   venuon   of    Nicene   Canons,             ^^| 

Porphyry,  ii.  398,  4.19.  494 

105                                                                                ^H 

- — .  the  NeopUtonist.  297 

Priscian,  a  bishop,  452                                                    ^^H 

pillar  at  Constantinople,  129.  ii.  76 

Prisrillian,  ii.  124.  179                                                   ^H 

Posidunius,  deacon  and  priest,  ii.  287.  288. 

Priscillianism.  422-424,  463-465.  515,516;            ^H 

291 

1 1.  25.  20.  :t99                                            ^^^H 

Possidiuji,  bishop  of  Calama,  ii.  9,  11,  12. 

Prosresios,  314                                                  ^^^^H 

2ft,  1 12,  404 

Probatiut;,                                                                ^^^^1 

PosthmiuRnnB  of  Gaul.  ii.  59 

Probiauus,  proconsul  in  Africa,  25                   ^^^^^| 

PfjBtnmianus.  consul,  11.  443 

Probus,  a  prefer,  385                                          ^^^H 

Potamins,  bishop  of  Lisbon,  253 
PoUmmou  of  Heraclea,  78,  149,  170 

Proeta,  deaconess,  ii.  86                                             ^^H 

Proclus,  bishop   of  Constantinople,  ii.  37,       ^^^^B 
2:^  ;  his  greatsennon. 269.  270 ;  H51, 386,       ^^^H 

,  an  Egyptian  bishop,  ii.  296 

Pbtemon,  521 

390,  3H3,  4011.  411,  42::.  429,  4:iO,  434,      ^^^1 

Potitus,  presbyter,  ii.  415 

436,  447,  534.  5:{8.  639.  547                             ^^^H 

FfMfuAm  «rW,  105 

.  proconsul,  ii.  472                                              ^^H 
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Proconsular  Asia,  67,  107 

Procopius,  a  kinsnuu  of  Jnlian,  855,  856 ; 

ii.408 
— ,  a  Palestiniaa  Christian,  10 
Proculeianns,  Donatist  bishop  of  Hippo,  ii. 

5,  18,113,135 
Proculas,  bishop  of  UarseiUes,  ii.  124 
Proiectus,  bishop  representing  Celestine  at 

Ephe8U6,ii.  311,327 

,  bishmi  in  Gaol,  ii,  420 

Propertj  of  the  Church, 21, 36;  of  martyia, 

49 
Propontis,  Sea  of  Marmora,  128,  180 ;  ii. 

410,515 
Prowpon,  389 ;  ii.  '260 :  protopa,  194,  389, 

it.  279 
Prosper,  author  of  the  Chronicle,  ii.  231, 

2H4,  399,  400,  401 ;    secretur  of  pope 

Leo,  403;  412;  silence  on  St.  Patrick, 

414 
Protasius,  bishop  of  Bdilan,  180 

,  martyr,  496 

Proterius,  bi^cni  of  Capua,  27 
Frotogenes,  bishop  of  Sardica,  79, 181, 182, 

185 

,  a  presbyter,  375 

Provinces  of  the  ricarius  nrbis,  105 ;  equiva- 
lent to  dioceses,  107;  provincial  synods, 

174 
Provooo  as  a  technical  term,  465 
Prudentios,  470 ;  ii.  120 
Psalms  traiislated  into  heroic  verse,  314; 

quoted,  319;  St.  Ambrose  on,  ii.  17;  105, 

1U6 ;  Athanasius  and  reading  of,  i.  240 
Psaminathia.  a  suburb  of  Nicomedia,  145 
Psathvrians,  521 
Psilantbropisin,  157  ;  ii.  267 
Ptemencyrcis  on  the  Nile,  148 
Pt<)leniais,  ii.  40,  U2,  344 
Publia,  320,  405 
Publicola,  a  layman,  ii.  23 
Pudens,  126 
Pulcheria,  sister  of  Theodosius  II.,  ii.  236, 

243,  283,  360,  372,  373.  393,  476,  489, 

193,  497.  501,  r»0G,  .")09.  524,  r>:^3 
PuUtT,  Father,  ;«I,  ;«7,  396,  447 
Purim,  ii.  11)3 

Puritan  names  in  African  Church,  ii.  HI 
Purpurius,  bishop  uf  Limata,  14,  18 
Pusey,  Dr..  22."> 
Pusices.  204 
Puteoli.  3"jr).  396 
Pvrenees,  219;  ii.  145 


Qiiadt,  883 

Qwtstor,  350,  ii.  28 

Quartodecinians,  100, 101,  r^'ll ;  ii.  140.  241, 

251),  ;^^o 
Quirunque,  the,  91.189,  410.411.447;  ii. 

207,331,381,398 


Qnietism  of  Enchites,  522 

Qnintianus,  Bishop,  184 

Qnintus,  an  apostate,  16 

Qnirinus,  Church  of,  167 

Qnirius,  a  corrupted  form  of  Ischyras,  181 

"  Quod  semper,^  ii.  247,  397 

Qoodvultdeua,  bishop  of  Carthage,  ii.  405, 

406 
,  an  African  bishop,  ii.  Ill 


B 


Babbttla,  bishop  of  Edeasa,  ii.  244, 355, 367, 

377,  390,  434.  43,5 
BadagaisoB,  the  Goth,  ii.  120, 121,  137 
Baids  of  barbarians,  ii.  144 
Bamsay,  Professw,  34 
Bavenna,  181,  267;  ii.  23,  97,  117,  118, 

134,  154,  222,  246,  500 
Beaders,  IS,  19,  198,  208,  296,  456,  ii  8S, 

111  252 
Bebaptism,  213,  289 ;  ii.  22,  114 
Beccared,  the  Visieoth,  388 
Bed  Bocks,  near  A&vian  ^dge,  2 
Bed  Sea,  171,  216 
Beims,  27,  357,  ii.  125 
Belica,  122,  296,  810,  319,  886,  468,  496: 

ii.  89,  40,  74,  125,  126,  127,  129,    137. 

332,  410 
BenatuB,  presbyter,  ii.  472,  479,  500 
Bendall,  Dr.,  298, 304 
Bephidim,  ii.  62 
Reservation  of  the  Holy  Eucharist,  ii.  57, 

79 
Restituta,  basilica,  ii.  20,  107 
Bestitutus.  bishop  of  Carthage,  268,  274 

,  bishop  of  London,  28 

,  priest,  ii.  U2 

,  priest  at  Hippo,  ii.  154,  155 

Beunion.  the  formulary  of,  ii.  368,  369, 

.531 
Rheginus,  bishop    of  Constantia,   ii.   31S, 

,325.  331 
Rheticius,  bishop  of  Antun,  20,  21,  27.  478 
Rhetorius,  messenger,  ii.  451 
Rhodes,  ii.  312 
Rhodope,  191 
Riches,  ii.  175 
Ricimer,  ii.  138 
Riez,  in  Provence,  ii.  231,  419 
Riparius,  priest,  ii.  126 
Riviera,  399 
Robertson,  Canon,  317 
Rock  in  St.  Peter's  confession,  ii.  372 
Rogatianus,  334 
Romaniauus,  493,  499 
Bomanus.  count,  532 

• ,  deacon.  10 

Romatiaua.  near  Sardica,  ii.  145 

Rome,  Cxcilian  summoned  thither  by  Cod- 

stantine,  .32 ;    Agapse  at.  37 ;  diac<MUt« 

at,  40;    churches  at,  55,  126;    viev  of 
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marriage  at,  110;  council  sommoned  by 
Julius  att  176;  St.  Athjina^itib-  at,  196; 
conditiuu  of  Cathubcs  in  year  ^.'M-HiJ6  at, 
236 ;  condition  of  Church  in  year  :t(>G  at, 
361;  council  in  year  SfiS^.^eri;  Priscil- 
lianiJrta  at,  423;  relation  to  Antioch,  ii. 
39;  taken  by  Aiaric,  137;  councii  in 
313.. .152;  synod  in  430.. .288;  Tome  of 
S  t .  Leo  read  in  Advent ,  475.  See 
Primacy 

Rome,  bishops  of  («e«  also  under  each  name): 
Miltiades  ( M<>lchiade«),  before  318.. /J; 
Silvester.  314.. .'^8;  Mmrcus,  2");  Julius, 
33T...iefi;  Liberius,3*a...224  [Felix  U., 
3A6...236]:  Damaffiu.  866.. .302  [Ursinus, 
366.. ..'^62];  Siricius,  384.. .478:  Anasta- 
siiu)  U  398.. .ii.  ^6:  lunocent  I..  403... 
ii.  82:  Zogimus,  417.. .it.  204;  Boniface 
L,  418.. .ii.  222;  Celeetine  I.,  428.. .ii. 
246:  Sixtu5  III.,  433. ..ii.  362;  Leo  I., 
440.. .ii.  413 

,  bishops  of  ibe  sects:  (1)  Donatists : 

Victor,  208;  Oandian.  39:i..'>10;  (2')Ln- 
cifcrians :  Aurelius.  39.'i ;  Epfaesius,  475 ; 
(3)  Noratiftos:   Lcoutias,  olO 

,  appeals  to :  Priseillian,  423 ;  Cele«tiu8, 

ii,  204»  20.') ;  Pclagius,  ii.  207 ;  Aplarius, 
it.  248,  250:  Enthcrius  of  Tyona  and 
Helladi  us  of  Tarsus,  ii.  378  ;  Chelidonina 
of  Besancott,  ii.  420;  Flavian  of  Con- 
Btantinopfe,  ii.  489,  496;  Theodoret  of 
Cyrrhos.  ii.  499 

Romulus  AugustuluK,  349 

,  a  bi-ihop,  ii.  505 

Boucn,  2IJ,  ii.  125 

Rubicon,  207 

RufiniAniun.  ii.  344 

Riitinianu^,  a  bishop.  232,  233,  33:? 

Rutinus  of  Aquileia,  his  summary  of  sixth 
Nicene  cauon,  10r>;  ou  the  true  cross, 
12s  ;  m  Georgia.  131 ;  on  Ethiopia,  215; 
on  the  portent  at  Jerusalem,  317;  320;  on 
Julian,  321 ;  on  Lucifer  and  Paulinus, 
329 :  on  St.  Atbanasins,  876 ;  on  Valeos, 
;f79  ;  on  St.  OrqKory  Noaianxen,  413 ;  on 
the  Serapeum,  531 ;  accused  of  Origeaisin, 
541  ;  ii.  49;  and  St.  Jerome,  480,  ij.  51, 
52;  Invectives,  54:  305;  Latin  history, 
40!» 

— =— ,  favourite  of  Theodoeius,  516i  518 

• ,  minister  of  Arcadins,  ii.3,  28,  66.  119, 

139 

,  the  prefect,  122 

of  Syria,  ii.  162  164.  167 

Rufus,  a  bishop,  467 

,  bishop  of  Theasolonica,  ii.  222,  318, 

319,  848,  386 

,  u  count,  ii.  487 

Ruinart,  12,  203 

RurA.1  dean,  office  of,  36 

RuiiticianuB,  subdeacon,  ii.  185 

RutajU5.  ii.  138 


Sobario,  birtltplace  of  St.  .Martin,  398 
Sabos,  a  Gothic  martyr,  503 

,  a  monk,  375 

Sabhag.  deacon,  ii.  442 

Sabbatius,  priest.  521,  522  ;  ii.  140,  240 

SabeUianisin,  Bishop  Alexander  accnsed  of, 

by  Arius,  a?;   its  muterioiism,  68;  the 

orthodox  accused  of,  by  ^Vriact,  73,79,91, 

139,  140:  relation  of 'Marcellus  to,  157  ; 

condenmed  at  Antioch,  17  J  :  358,  388,  451 
Sabintan,  bishop  of  Perrha.  ii.  429,  490, 49K, 

539,  540,  545 
Sabinu^,  an  heretical  bishop,  82 

,  bishop  of  Placentia,  .138 

^.  deacon.  382.  :i83 

,  prefect  of  Licinius,  4 

.  priest.  iL  227 

Sacroph'tri^  the,  524 

Sacerdos,  on  attendant  on  Bishop  Adelfius 

at  Aries,  28 
Sacraments  nullified  by  Pelngianism.  li.  227 
Saduth  (Chahdoust).  bishop  of  Seleucia  and 

martyr.  205 
Saints,  growing  dovution  to,  ii.  4  ;  reveb-ies 

on  Saints*  days,  6.  7 
Salftd-c&ters  low  fellowF,  ii.  539 
Saliuim,  PrumeutiiiK,  216 
Salamis  (Constantia),  ii. 313, 325,  S31. 382 ; 

uud  *ee  Epiphaniui 
JSalarian  gate  at  Rome.  ii.  137 
Salianus,  a  military  commander,  192 
Sallu<d,  author,  ii.  170 

,  a  protect,  320 

,  priest,  ii.  88 

Saloiia,  death  of  Diocletian  at.  6 
Salviwi,  ii.  24.  247,  304,  40-1.  405 
Salvionus,  a  bishop.  423 
Saiuiiritjm.S  li.  102.  126,  192 
Samusatu,  ii.  :^i8,  422,  540 
Sauukia,  pribft,  ii.  239 
Sainnel,  priest.  380,  ii.  436,  440-442 

,  the  prophet,  ii.  67.  127,  243 

Sanctiiwimus,  a  priest  at  Antioch,  384 
Sanctuary,  the  right  of.  ii,  13.  41.  42 
Saugannii,  521 
Sapor  IL,  King  of  Persia,  79,  202,  203,  270 

,  an  oflScer,  404 

Saracens,  :{77 :  ii.  144.312 
Sarago«8a,  1 1,  28,  4«5 ;  ii.  26 
Soimpammon,  Egvptian  bishop.  170 
Sarapion,  an  Aulliro]>omurphite.  ii.  53 
,  biahop  of  Horaclea,  ii.  37.  47,  64,  69. 

93,  102 

,  priest,  ii.  68 

Sordica,  Bishop  Protogenes,  70;  council  in 

year  34.3.. .180:  lettere  of  council.  188; 

Bfteenth  canon,  214;  ii.   22,   248.  408 

420,421,496 
Sardinia.  106.  226.  330 
Sannatcs,  an  adherent  of  Ariua.  61 
SomutiaBs,  ii.  8:i 
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Sarmation,  disciple  of  JoTinian,  ii.  14 

Sarom,  188 

Sams,  a  Ooth,  ii.  134, 137 

Sasima,  390,  409,  429 

Sassanid  kings  in  Persia,  202 

Saturday,  £uter  Eve,  ii.  17 

Satam,  531 

Satnminus,  bishop  of  Aries,  225,  237,  238 
286,350 

^— ,  bishop  of  Marcianopolis,  ii.  359 

,  martTr,  ii.  13 

Sazan,  an  Ethiopian  prince,  216,  243 

Soetis  in  Egypt,  131,  243,  540;  ii.  54, 144 
231,  245,  401 

Scillitan  martyrs,  ii.  405 

SciU^  Isles,  468 

ScotinuB  for  Fbotinns,  195 

Scotland,  ii.  198,  234,  235,  515 

Scots,  Irish,  ii.  415 

Scripture,  Holy : — 
I.  Personal  references : 
Abraham,  ii.  74, 357 ;  Amalek,  ii.  62 
Apolloe,  ii.  67 ;  Baruch,  ii.  67 :  Bel 
shazzar,  ii.  141 ;  David,  517 :  ii.  67 
357  int  Psalms) ;  Eli,  151 ;  ELiakim 
ii.  356 ;    EUjah,  524 :    ii.  67,  357 
Elisha,  410,  497 ;    ii.  67 :    Ezekiel 
207,  517;    ii.  7;  Hamaa,  ii.   193 
Herodias,  ii.  77;   Jeremiah,  ii.  67 
Jezebel,  ii.  71 ;  Jonah,  430 ;  Jonatiian 
461;   Joseph,  216;   Joshua,  it.  67 
Lazarus  the  beggar,  588 ;  Mordecai, 
208;  Moses,  ii.  67;  Nebuchadnezzar 
ii.  407  :  St.  Paul,  ii.  37, 67, 181, 399 
(sec St. Paul);  St.  Peter, ii.  181,  372, 
396  («c«  St.  Peter);  Pharaoh,  216 
ii.  74,  407 :    Samuel,  431  ;    ii.  67, 
243;    Sarah,  ii.  74;  Satan,  ii.  141 
Shebna.  ii.   356;    Solomon,  ii.  206 
Susanna,  ii.  206 ;  St.  Thomas,  ii.  269 
Timothy,  ii.  67  ;  399  :  Titug,  ii.  C7 
woman  of  Thebez,  405 
n.  Subject  references : 
(i.)  In  vol.  i. :  texts  against  Arianism, 
67;    passages  on   H^-postasis,   825; 
sacred  books  destroyed  in  persecution, 
12,  24 :  appeal  of  St.  Atnanasius  to 
Scripture,  87  ;  the  sense  of  Scripture 
is  Scripture,  87 ;  copies  ordered  by 
Coustantine,  129  ;  by  Constans,  178 
(ii.)  Vol  it. :  canonical  books,  20;  St. 
Chrysostom  on   biblical  study,  34 ; 
Scripture  known  by  heart,  56 ;  books 
burnt,  57 ;  favourite  texts  of  St.  Chry- 
fiostom,  72;    Scriptural  allusions  to 
-Monsters.*'  12G:  translations,  129. 
130;  in  Donatist  controversy,  151; 
Sermon  on  the  Mount,  156;  quoted 
for  infant  communion,  204  ;  Romans. 
ii.   217;  the  Hebrews,  207;  quota- 
tionsat  Carthage  in  418, .. 214;  metri-   } 
cal  paraphrases  of,  237.  238;  Theo- 
dore  on  the  canon.  241 ;  Nestorian   , 


Scripture,  Holy — moniiinued. 

exegesis,  800 ;  St  Augustine's  death- 
bed texts,  305, 306 ;  puaagaBosedbT 
Oriental  deputies  at  Chalcedon,  S48 ; 
qnotatioos  m  St.  Leo's  Tome,  474 
m.  Textual  references : 
Oen.  xviii.  21,  ii.  341 
Exod.  Tii.  1,  ii.  323 
Deut.  xiii.  3,  ii.  398 

1  Kings  xxi.  3,  491 

2  Chzon.  xxvi.  18,  2a5 

Job  xxxTui.  17  LXX.,  267 ;  xlL  1 
LXX.,  ii.  183 

Ps.  i.  1,  ii.  149;  xxvi.  5,  ii.  149; 
xxxvii.  18  LXX.,  it  340 ;  xliv.,  ik 
17 ;  xlv.  7,  ii.  105 ;  Ixxviii  65,  ii. 
505;  cxvi.  7,  ii.  106;  cxxxri.,  240: 
cL,  ii.  335 

ProT.  Tiii.  22, 291 ;  xiii.  8  LXX.,  ii.  275 

Eccles.  i.  2,  ii.  42 

Isai.  viii.  20  LXX.,  ii.  186 

Jer.  xxxiv.  18,  524 

Ecek.  ii.  7,  ii.  7 

Dan.  Tii.  18, 187 

Joel  u.  25, 156 

Amoe  vi.  6,  ii.  367 

Wisdom  iv.  13,  ii.  198 

St.  Matt  i.  18,  ii.  321 ;  v.  9,  ii.  112; 
T.  24,  ii.  10;  vi.  13,  a  202 ;  rii.  6, 
ii.  6;  X.  37,ii.293;  xiii.  38,  u.  151: 
xri.  16,  it.  531 ;  xtL  19,  it  203, 
413 ;  XXV.  46,  ii.  186 ;  xxriL  8,  160 

St.  Luke  xii.  57,  ii.  402 

St  John  i.  14,  ii.  39M ;  i.  18,  175,  286; 
vi.  6.  ii.  424  ;  xiv.  27,  ii.  370 ;  xiv. 
28,  73 ;  ii.  502 ;  xx.  17.  ii.  .H96 

Acte  XV.  2,  ii.  499 ;  xx.  26,  ii.  351 ; 
XX.  28,  iL  263 :  xxv.  16.  152 

Bom.  i.  8.  ii.  499;  ii.  14.  ii.  402;  v. 
12.  ii.  172:  v.  15,  ii.  169.  172.  213: 
nii.,ii.  243:  viii.  29,30,  ii.  218  ;  ix. 
T).  ii.  391 ;  xi.  32,  33,  ii.  174.  217: 
xii.  15,  ii.  16;  xiii.  13,  14,  499 

1  Cor.  ii.  8,  ii.  263.  343.  433  ;  iv.  7.  ii. 
19;  vi.  5,  ii.  11;  vii.,  38;  viii.  6. 
65:  X.  13.  ii.  202;  xv.  10,  ii.  184: 
XV  28   1 56 

2  Cor.  iii.  6,ii.  171 ;  vi.  14.  188;  xi. 
26,  ii.  100 ;  xi.  28,  29,  ii.  291 :  xii 
10.  487 

Gal.  i.  8.  ii.  397,  398 :  i.  9,  188 ;  ii.  497 
Ephes.  ii.  14,  ii.  435 
Phil.  iL  3-5.  ii.  148;  ii.  7.  ii.  273:  ii. 
i:t,  ii.  2-^8;  ii.  30,  ii.  195 

1  Tim.  iii.  2,  12,  36;  ii.  14  ;  iv.  3.  :^7 

2  Tim.  iv.  6  ;  ii.  67 
Tit.  ii.  l;{.  ii.  283 

Heb.  i.  3.  89;  vi.  4.  39;  xiii.  8.  67: 

xiii.  12.  121 
St.  James  ii.  10,  ii.  18(1 
1  St.  Peter  ii.  22.  ii.  431 ;  iii.  16.  ii. 

470;    iv.    1-3,   ii.  7,  342:  v.  :i.  ii. 
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Scripture,  Holy — conHnwd. 

Sepulchre,  the  Holy.  120,  122.  123;  ii.  51            ^M 

2  St.  Peter  i.  4.  89 

Serapion,  a  bishop,  55  ^^| 
,  anather  bishop,  223                                              ^^M 

]  St.  John  i.  8.  u.  181 ;  ui.  9,  514,  u. 

181 :  iv.  3,  ii.  2fi,  474  :  v.  20,  88 

,  bishop  of  Thmuis,  135.  171,  224.  244,             ^H 

lY.  Commentaries  on : 

H 

Ongen  (Jerome),  Homilies  on  the  Song 

Serapis,  temple  of,  3i0,  311,  377,  529-531 ;             ^H 

of  Solomon,  477 ;  Rheticimof  Autun, 

ii.  408                                                                  ^M 

on  the  Song  of  Solomon,  478 :  Greek 

Serena,  wife  of  Stilicbo,  ii.  2                                    ^H 

and     Latin    common turies    on    the 

Sermon  on  the  Mount,  ii.  156                                 ^^| 

Guepela  read  by  Damasus,  476  ;  Am- 

Sennona  at  Rome,  ii.  414.    See  Preaching               ^H 

hro5c,   ii.   16;     Augustine,     IL   '2i; 

Serras,  a  Libyan,  280                                                 ^H 

ChrTsostom,  Homilies  on  the  Acts, 
FhitippiAns,  Cobssians,  Hebrews,  ii. 
31;  Pelagius,    Ettlogix  or  Extracts 

Senran,  disoipte  of  Pelagius,  li.  235                            ^^| 

Serratiua,  bUhop  of  Tongres.  217, 224,  268,            ^H 

275.388                                                                   ^M 

from   Scripturef   ii.    161,  ItiS.  181; 
Pelagius,  Commentary  on  St.  Paul's 

Sessorian  palace  at  Jerusalem,  127  ^^| 
Serera.  395                                                             ^M 

Epiatles,   ii.  165,  211.   277;    Crril, 

Severian,  bishop  of  Gabbala.  ii    45,  -17,  49,             ^H 

Commentary  on  the  Hebrews,  i).363 

65,66,68,73.75,78                                              ^M 

Scythians,  u.  38.  H3,  145 

.  Pelagian  bishop,  ii.  234                                       ^^H 

ScTthopolIa,  65,  7H,  140.  232  :  ii.  59 
Sebaste,  the  forty  soldier  martvrs  of,  44; 

Sevcrus,  attendant  un  bishop  Myrocles  at            ^^| 

Aries,  28                                                                  ^H 

bishop  Eu.'^tathius,  139.  2»0,  357 

.  a  blind  man,  496                                     ^^^H 

Sebaftiau,  a  Mauichean,  242 

,  Emperor,  128                                            ^^^^^H 

Sechnat,  hymn  of,  ii.  414 

— ',  prieet,  iL  68                                           ^^^^H 

Seooatarurus,  Peace  of,  a  place,  145 

Sextua,  Petronius  Probus,  361                          ^^^^1 

Saoretarium,  a    chm-ch  room,  ii.    107 ;   a 

Shakespeare,  532                                            ^^^H 

public  hall,  ii.  140  ;  ii.  436 

Shebna,  ii.  356                                                  ^^^H 

Sectarian  feuda,  ii.  4 

Sherborne,  188                                                  ^^^^1 

Secularity,  growth  of,  107 

^inirt'i,  33                                                              ^^^H 

Sty.undianu.%  an  Itlynan  biAhop^441 

Sicca  Veueria,  ii.  248,  250                                       ^H 

Socondinas,  a  Manichean.  it.  132 

Sicily,  79;    Stcilian-IUliaa  version  of  Ki-             ^H 

Secundus,  an  adherent  of  Anu<i,  61,  165; 

cene  Canons,  104 ;  106, 359 ;  ii.  139, 187            ^M 

at  Nicfloa,  78.  97;    scomeil   Eusebius  of 

Sicintnus,  362                                                              ^H 

Xicomeditt,  98 

Sidnnius,  456                                                             ^^M 

.    a   correspondent    of    bishop  Men- 

Side,  council  of,  in  SB3...523                                    ^H 

surius,  ii.  152 

Sitentiorr,  224.  536                                                    ^H 

of  Tigisimn*  14,  17 

Seghino,  abbot,  li,  414 

Sitvonus.  bishop  of  Cirta.  15, 19.  207  ^H 
,  bishop  of  Tarsus,  1^58,  270,  274,  278,            ^H 

Selena^  (Selinaa).  521 

281.  341.  .357.  360                                                  ^H 

Seleucia,  Council  in  year  3.')8...264:   281, 

,  primate  of  Numidia,  ii.  148.  156                     ^H 

409 

Silvena.  a  widow,  ii.  86                                             ^H 

,  ft  widow,  ii.  91 

Silvester.  Count,  2U                                                  ^H 

Seleucid  kings,  318 

,  Pope,  the  true  douatiou  of  Oonstan-             ^H 

Seleucis  I..  504 

tine,  21 ;  sent  depaties  to  Axles,  28 ;  and            ^H 

Seleucus,  a  bishop,  il.  94 

to  Nicaa,  77.  79.  81 ;  126                              __^M 

— -,  bishop  of  Amaaia,  ii.  450,  459.  468, 

Silvia  of  Aqnitaine,  122                                    ^^^^1 

481,  M5 

Suuon  Magm,  228  ;  ii.  151.  481                      ^^^^1 

11.,  293,  50-i 

SLinonians,  Nestoriaufi,  ii.  387                          ^^^^H 

SeUi«y.  188 

Simony.  24.  368 ;  it.  4^-45                                      ~^H 

Semi-Anans,  verbal  heterodoxy   of  some, 
35:    158;    the    Dedication   Creed.  175; 

Simplicianus.  bishop  of  Milan,  498  ;  ii.  17,      ^^^^| 

^^H 

anathemas  at  Ancyra,  259 ;  triumph  m 
year  358.. .262  :  meetings  in  Asia  Minor 

Slmpljcius,  bishop  of  Autun.  ii.  124                  ^^^^| 

isiiiai,  ii.  14-1                                                             ^^^H 

in  veur  366...357 ;  reunion  in  year  366 

Singanfu.  inscription,  ii.  385                                    ^^M 

...360 

Singara  In  Eastern  MesopoUmla,  166,  223             ^^M 

Semi-Pelagianism,   u.    X8.   232,  400.     Sm 

Singidunnm,  151  ^H 
SinleesDess  of  Christ,  ii.  200,  224                            ^H 

Pelagiaaism 

Senecio,  Bishop,  ii.  9 

Siricius,  pope,  468.  478,  511);  on  Jovinian-            ^^| 

Sennacherib,  ii.  427 

ism,  514.  515;   on   Ithodns,  515,  516:             ^H 

Sens,  181 

526.  538 ;  ii.  4,  26,  52.  123                                    ^H 

Septimus,  Bishop,  ii.  419 

Sirmium,   193,  218;    birthplace  of   Coo-           ^H 

n            Septuagint,  156.  2C7, 291  ;  u.  129. 130, 183. 

stontios, 219 ;  council  in  rear  351. ..219;            ^^M 

1               186,  27.'j,  340 

in  year  357.. .253;  266';    five  councilii           ^H 
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enamerated,  267;  Valens  and  V&len- 
tinian  at,  :i.H  ;  40H,  4tiL* ;  creeds,  ii.  409 

Sisioafas,  biBhop  of  Oonstantinople.ii.  "il-tS, 
•239,  254,  2DI,  857,  542 

,  a  clone,  ii.  2H 

.  Nuvatiau  bibliop  uf  Constantiuople, 

456,  ii.  88,  230.  240 

SUtui!,  pope,  a,  216,  217, 362, 373.  :^75.  412 

Smith,  Dr.  Pavne,  IG5 

Smyrna.  16,  :157,  ii.  483 

Socrates,  on  Liriniiis,  41  :  encrclical  of 
Alexander,  ^ ;  prejudice  against  Alex- 
ander. U7;  on  Coo-otuitine'ii  letter,  60  ;  on 
Constantioe  and  Hosius.  70;  letter  of 
Eosebius  to  Ccsareaof,  97 :  nu  Easter 
obeerranctN  100, 101 ;  Coiistantine's  reply 
to  Arius,  1 IH  ;  on  Etuebius  of  Nicomedla 
and  Thcogui!),  119;  on  JeruMJetn,  120; 
on  the  true  cross,  123  ;  on  the  churches 
in  Constantinople,  129;  on  the  recall  of 
Arian  leaders,  136;  un  Kustathiaa,  138, 
140;  on  mutual  deannciationx,  139;  on 
the  recall  uf  Arius,  143  ;  on  the  ]>ractLcc 
of  nugic,  147  ;  on  Marcellos,  158  ;  on 
Alexander  of  Byzantium,  159,  161  ;  uu 
Tiaits  of  St  Athanasius  to  Koine.  169 ; 
on  the  •*  conflcnt "  of  the  bishop  of  BoinCt 
177;  on  Eusebino  envoys  to  Coustans, 
179:  mistaken  about  Bishop  Paul.  181; 
on  the  creed  of  PhilippopoUs,  184;  on 
division  between  east  and  west,  191  ;  on 
the  threat  of  Constans.  196;  on  ordina- 
tioos  by  St.  Athanajjius,  199 ;  on  Sirmian 
council.  210;  un  Macedonius,  222;  on 
Pope  Felix.  236 ;  on  Oomoiousion,  248 ; 
on  Eunomius.  252.  287 ;  on  the  creed  of 
Siraiimn,  254 ;  on  Constautius  and 
Ariminum.  270:  on  the  creed  of  our 
fathers,  273;  mistaken  date  of  Nice, 
274;  on  the  labynnth  of  Arian  creeds, 
281;  on  Meletius.  290;  oa  the  party  of 
Euzoins,  293 ;  on  .Julian  and  Clallns,  295 : 
on  Julian,  303.  .309.  313  ;  on  Apollinaris, 
814;  a  •*eo]den  sentence,*'  314  j  on  the 
portimt  at  Jemsalem,  317;  on  Hypostasifi, 
326 ;  on  Didymus,  338 ;  on  Jovian,  341 ; 
on  Acacius,  342  ;  on  Lampsacus,  353 ;  on 
Semi*Anan8  and  Liberins,  357 ;  on  death 
of  eiehty  ecclesiastics  nndcr  Valens,  368; 
on  Demophilus  and  Lucius,  418 ;  on 
Flavian.  120 ;  on  Nectarius,  4^  ;  on  Con- 
stantinopolitan  canon,  488,439;  oaSudn* 
nius,456;  on  Thoodosios,  458  ;  on  Bishop 
LeontiuSf  510;  on  nniforuutv,  522;  on 
Novsltan  exemptions,  .i25;  on  Evagrins, 
525  ;  on  Confession,  527;  the*  destruction 
of  the  Serapenm,  531 ;  on  Sarnpion.  ii.  87 ; 
on  8l  ChryiOBtom  and  Sisinnius,  38;  on 
Sotropioi.  41  ;  on  the  Tall  Brothers,  56; 
oa  Theotlmas,  61 ;  on  St.  Chiy«ostom.  77; 
oo  fire  and  iortoFe  at  Constautinonle,  87 ; 
on  Anthemius,  140 ;  on  St.  Cyril,  190, 
191:  on  Hvpatia,I95:  on  TheodosiusTI., 


237  ;  on  Atticu6,SS8:  onPhUJp  of  Sic 
238;  OQ  penal  laws,  254,  255;  uu  Nesto-i 
riu9, 255. 256, 264:  on  St  CVril  at  Kphesiu^ 
313;  un  Maximiau  of  Constantinople. 
Sal;  his  history,  387;  poiiiment^t  on  his 
history  and  himself,  408,409:  410,  411  Jr 
on  Moximin  of  Jerusalem.  517 

Soldiers,  Christian,  311 

Solifidianism,  ii.  174 

Solomon,  ii.  206 

Son  of  God,  Arian  use  of  phrase,  74 

Song  of  Solomon,  477.  478  ;  ii.  24 1 

Sophia,  St.  at  Coostantinople,  128.  222, 281 1 
11.31.  39,42,  140,467 

Sophronaa,  an  Alexandrian,  ii.  27i 

Sophronius  of  Paphlagonio,  270,  273, 
333.  341 

of  Telia,  ii.  400 

Sotades,  a  poet  of  Crete.  64 

Soul,  origin  of  the.  ii.  180.  181 

Soxomen,  on  Licinins,  42 ;  on  Constantine^! 
law   about   Friday,  48 ;   on  Eusebiiu  ef 
Nicomediu,  62:   on    the  nomber  of  the 
Niccne  hishopa^  77 :  on  pagan  philoiDpfacff 
at  Niciea,  82;  on  the  simplicit/  <a  the 
Nicenc  fathen,  83  ;  oo  Eusebins  at  Ni( 
85;  on  Ewrtcr,  101  ;  on  Alexander.   1 
on  the  Holy  Sepulchre.  120;  on  Anrj. 
138 ;  on  St.  Atlianasius.  149 ;  on  Mart 
l.'i8;  on  the  death  of  Anns.  160; 
Antony.  161 ;  on  Alexander  of 
161 ;  on  Ensebian  letter  to  Ji 
on   the  Dedication  Creed,  175;  <in    the 
"consent  "  of  the  bishop  of  Borne,  177;, 
on   Antiochene  affairs,  197;  on    Persiaw 
affaire,  202, 203 :  on  the  death  of  Bobopl 
PaoJ.  223  :  on  attempt  to  decoy  St  Atha- 
na8ius,224;  un  the  couneUof  ikilan.  2:t3;j 
on  Pope  Felix,  236 ;  ou  Homoonsion,  •i4fl  y 
oiiljiberiui>,2.'>6,261 ;  on  new  Semi-Ana»| 
fonnula,  261 :  on  Aetios,  280 ;  on  the  m 
of  Ariminum,  2X4  ;  on  Eunomius,  287; 
heretical  development,  289 :  on  the 
ofMcIntiu.s292;  on  Julian,  303, 904,30^ 
:^»9.  311.  312.  340.  341;  on   Mark  W 
Arethuaa,308 ;  on  the  portent  at  JenwUeim, 
317;  on  Didymos  and  Julian,  S38;  os 
Acacian  lt:>tter  to  Jovian,  342 ;  on  Etsoias 
and  ProbfttiuP.  :i-l.^;  on  Valentmian,  362; 
on  Lampsacus.  353 ;  on  Semi-Arians  aod 
Liberins,  357;  on  St  AmfanMeand  Otatiaa, 
394  ;  uses  the  word  "  dogma,"  399 ;  <■  the 
gontlenesB  of  Catholic   btshopa,  406;  on 
Theodosius,  422,  4.'i8.  4.59:  on  the  dtviim 
of  Meletius,  426,  427 ;  on  Flavian.  4»; 
on  Nectarius,  A'XA\  ou  Evagrrius.  525:  oo 
confession,  527 ;  on  leniency    to 
.'<30 :  on  the  deatructiou  of  the  Sen] 
531  :  on  St.  Chrysostom,  ii.  31 
donian  Btorr,  .38;  on  Culropios,  41 ;  an 
hymns  at  Omstantmnple,  46 :  oa  anthit»~ 
pomorphic  phrtecs,  53 ;    on   laidorr   of 
Alexandria,  .54.  .%6:  on  the  aynod  of  lb# 
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Oak,  68;  oa  the  Tall  Bothers.  72;  on 

Syncletios, «  ptlie*  officer.  144                                ^H 

St.   Chrvsostora    and   Arcmlius,  78;    on 

Synesius.  bishop,  H.  141   14-1,  194                             ^M 

Popo  Innocent's  letter  to  St.  Chrysortom, 

Sytmada,  ii.  95.  101,  141                                           ^H 

96 :  ou  Pulcherit,  236,  2:17 ;  on  sermons 

^ynodwon,  ii.  387                                                      ^H 

at  Koai«.  414 

Synodite$<,  ii.  5.'>0                                                       ^H 

Spain,  bishops  at  Ariininum,  268 :  Visj|roth9 

Synods,  constituent  incmben  of.  174                       ^^M 

in,  388  :  395.  H97,  422,  510 ;  ii.  23,  120 ; 

SjftUagma^  a  treati5e  by  Asterius,  156                       ^^M 

relation  to  Rome,  121 ;  145.  *J99 

Syruosc.  26,  27, 106                                              ^H 

Sparantina,  attendant  uu  bishop  Cieciliui  at 

Syria.  65.  67, 78.  101.  138,  176,  179.  308;            ^M 

Aries,  28 

ii.  94                                                                        ^H 

SpUwiw  Palernx  glorix,  492 

Syriac  vfniions  :  epistle  of  ConstAntine,  76;      ^^^^H 

Spuletum.  22G 

list  of  NicAni*  bi-^hopit,  77 ;  festAl  letters      ^^^^^| 

Spyridioo*  bishop  of  Treraithus,  79 

of  Athanosius,  165 ;    writinL^s  of  Then-      ^^^^H 
dor«.i  1.390,436:  actsof  the  Latrorininm,       ^^^^| 

Stanton,  Professor,  ii.  397 

Stephen,  bishop  of  Antioch,  K^,  181,  185, 

ii.   489:    Syriac  interpreter  at  trial   of             ^^M 

192,  193 

Ihas,  ii.  441;  stndy  of  Syriac  at  Edessa,             ^H 

.  hishop  of  Ephwutf,  ii.  429,  43fi,  479, 

355                                                                     ^H 

484.  487,  492.  524,  588 

SyrianuB,  a  doite,  239,  240;  ii.  80,  409                    ^H 

,  bishop  of  Oennanicin,  405 

^^M 

,  bishop  of  HierapoUs.  ii.  545 

^^^^M 

,  St.,  ii.  355  ;  oratory  of,  508 

^^^^^M 

Stephens,  Dean,  ii,  29.  32.  37 

^^^^M 

Siirhon'a,  linen  garments.  14.i 

^^^^^H 

Stilicho.  ii.  2,  3, 13,  17, 23,  24, 92, 107, 118, 

Tabenue  (Tabennesus,  near  Tentyra),  134,           ^^| 

134.  136 

VASj,  .'»40                                                                       ^H 

Stoic  theory  of  sin,  ii.  180 

Tacitus,    his    phrase,    **  eutiabilis    super-           ^H 

Stokes,  Professor,  ii.  414 

stitio."  7                                                                 ^H 

Strangford  Lough,  ii.  417 

Tagrit  ( Marty ropolis),  ii.  95,  143                             ^H 
Tall  Brothers,  the,  ii.  .55-65,  69,  72                          ^H 

6trategtui(Musouianuii),  141 

Stiatcgiu,  governor  of  Bithynia,  ii.  5]3 

TollcyrflJid.  'II                                                           ^H 

Strathclyde,  ii.  415 

Tamugada.  a  place,  ii.  21                                             ^^M 

StridoD.  80 

Taru,  in  Ireland,  ii.  417                                            ^H 

Strong,  T.  B.,  dean  of  Christ  Church,  93 

Tarbula,  a  Persian  luartyr.  205                                 ^H 

StudtaBiblicA,  on  the  reading  in  an  Ancyran 

Tarentuni,  318,  470                                                  ^H 

canon,  85 

Tores,  parsble  of  the,  ii.  151                                     ^H 

Subdearons,  13,  208,  ii.  l:^S  210 

Tarragona.  28.  479  ;  ii.  179                                      ^H 

SabintroduaiM,  213;  ii.  37 

Tanws.  127.  2,51,  H57.  359,  360,  .•^74 ;  ii.  88,            ^H 

Snbordinationism :  Arion,  58, 67 ;  of  Donatns, 

95,355                                                                    ^M 

209;  atSinniuminMl...220;  ofOrigeu- 

Tiueodroffits!,  524                                                      ^H 

ists.  541  :  and  are  UoIt  Spirit 

Tatiau.  prefect,  ii.  .'>07                                              ^^M 

Suburbicarian  churches, 'l  05,  180.  396 

Taurinus,  a  count,  210                                              ^H 

Succat,  ii.  415 

TauroMia,  300                                                          ^H 

SucccDsus(Successa«),  bishop  of  Diocmnrea, 

Tiunifl,  Mount,  302,  359;  ii.  90,  104                      ^H 

u.  362.  383 

,  a  prefect.  266.  274.  277                            ^^H 

Snnu,  pass  of,  191 
SuBvi,S88;  ii  145.179 

Technical  termt?  in  theology  defended,  89 ;     ^^^^H 

inadequacy  of.  68                                           ^^^^H 

Suffecta^  a  place,  iL  24 

r«  Z>SNin,  the.  ii.  3»4                                        ^^^H 

Suffragan  bishops,  40.  78 

TeetotaIe^^  524                                             ^^^H 

Sulpicius,  Scveros,  123,  268.  270,  27.>-277. 

Telemachus,  monk.  ii.  120                                       ^^H 

398,  401,  423,  463.  465.  408;   ii.   20, 

Temples,  heathen,  it.  24,  133.    See  Serapis              ^H 

59 

Terebinthu>i,  Maiive.  124                                          ^H 

Sunday,  rest  enforced  by  Constantine.  48 

Terent'tus.  Bishop.  440                                              ^^H 

Snrrender,  unrolltMl-for.  disapproved,  16, 213 

Tcm&ii.  disciple  of  Pallodios,  ii.  235                        ^H 

Susanna,  ii.  206 

Tertullian,    condemned     postponement    of            ^^M 

Swearing,  ii.  175 
Swete,  ft^fessor.  ii.  162 

baptism,  39  ;  on  Christian   imperialism,     ^^^^| 

294  ;  213,  ii.  173,  272.  :^l                            ^^^M 

Syene,  il  102 

Thabraca,  near  Hippo,  ii.  250.  251                   ^^^H 

Sviueou  Barsab<£.  203 

Thaddens,  201                                                     ^^^H 

-1—  Stylitea,  St.,  ii.  243,  :i60 

ThagBgte.492;  ii.  Ill,  115                                      ^H 

Th^Jissiu.^  bishop  of   Cie«u*ea.  in  Cappa-            ^^M 

docia,ii.  411,  479.  485,  487,  491,  492.520            ^H 

SymmAThas,  471,  510;  ii.  120,  134 

Symphorianus.  nuu^>T.  ii.  124 

SymphofiittS,  a  Priscillianist  bishop,  it  26 

,  monk,  ii.  268, 277                                   __^M 

Sifnnpheia,  ii.  259,  2(;.'i 

,  reader,  ii.  239                                        ^^H 

VOL.  11. 

^H 
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Thalia  of  Arias.  64, 71, 91, 139.  409 

Thaumnsius,  Ainmoaius,  ii.  194 

Theasins.  an  African  bishop,  li.  1J4 

Theatrical  performances  disapproved  at 
Aries,  29 

TbebaJd,  pcniecution  in.  10 :  bishop  of 
signed  Tuiue*  of  Antioch,  07;  bishops  at 
NiCflBa,78;  Mdetiusin^KH;  lO.i;  mon- 
asticUnj  in.  135  :  St.  Athanasm&  i».  243; 
322,323,375,379;  ii.  411 

Thebes,  405 

Thocla,  ii.  69 

Themistius.  a  pagan  orator,  347 

The<>dore,  bishop  of  Aquileia.  27 

.  bishop  of  Heraclctt.  179, 219.  256 

,  bishop  of  Mapsnestia,  ii.  95,  145.  IGK 

162:  his  Christofogy,  225:  241.  '2flO-2G2, 
%\\ ;  iniluence in  Kast,  855;  390,393,430, 
431.434-436.441.550 

—^- — ,  tiibhop  of  Periutfaiu,  164 

--^.  priest  of  Genoa,  ii.  400 

the  Reader,  77 

the  Sanctified,  243 

,  Tjr©  camnusEiooer,  151 

,  a  youth,  320 

Thradoret,  an  Arius,  55 :  letter  of  Eusebius 
of  Nicomedift  to  Paulinus  of  Tyre,  65; 
letter  of  Alexander  to  Philogonitu.  68 : 
qaotos  ED5tathius  of  Antioch.  77 ;  on 
omnber  of  Nicenc  bishops,  77 :  on 
Ariauiziug  bishops,  80;  on  Eustathins 
and  Constantino,  85 ;  on  Enstatbius,  189, 
140;  on  bishops  at  Antioch,  141;  mis- 
taken about  Bishop  Paul.  181:  on  Con- 
stantine  and  Liberius,  234;  on  Aetitu, 
251 ;  on  Kunomius.  28G,  287 ;  on  Meletiiu, 
290,  292:  on  Julian,  308.  309;  on  the 
portent  at  Jerusalem,  317;  on  the  con- 
secration of  Paulinas,  329:  on  Lucifer, 
331  :  un  St.  Basil,  373 ;  ou  Fluviau  and 
Dioilore,  374, 373 ;  on  baptiton  as  a  "  soal,** 
376;  oo  Oratiau  and  Ariaos,  404;  on 
Oratiao  and  Mclctius,  404  ;  on  Dolicha, 
405  ;  on  Pauliaus.  406.  407 ;  on  Tbeo- 
dosiu-^  and  Meletius,  425  :  on  translationa, 
430 ;  uu  letter  of  Western  bishops  in  vear 
382.. .451;  on  Theodosius,  455;  on' the 
Audians,  523 ;  on  the  Antiocheue  ■chism, 
525;  on  the  Scrapeum.  531:  on  St. 
ChrTBostom,  ii.  38;  on  the  end  of  the 
Antiocheno  schiam,  196;  his  episcopate. 
242.  243;  on  Persia,  245;  on  Cyril'it 
anathfiua-s,  309  :  at  Eph6eo.<),  326  ;  use  uf 
wurd  "temple,"*  3;l8;  in  Oriental  deputa- 
tion, 3^14  :  on  the  Oriental  deputatiun,  348 ; 
sennon  at  departure,  352  :  353 :  relation 
to  Nestorianizers  in  Ofustantinople,  358  ; 
mentions  five  Nestorianizmg  bUhops, 
859 ;  St.  Cyril's  Unguage.  365 :  attitodo 
at  the  Re-tmion,  375.  376;  382:  con- 
demned Ncstoriuti,  390.  411.  412;  407. 
408;  on  reception  uf  the  body  of  St. 
Chryeostom,  410;  forged  letters  ascribed 


to  him,  426,  427;  428-430  : 
432.  433:  458;  opposHiou  to,  436-440f 
works,  438;  confined  t<>  diocese.  445;  in 
correspondence  with  Flanan,  462 :  i 
about  Eutychiaoi&m.  466,467;  471; 
Latrocinium.  486 :  his  ca^e  at  Latroci 
490.  49t ;  his  letter  to  St.  Leo.  498-.'i00: 
letter  to  Romulais  •'>05 :  admitted  to 
Cbalcedon,  ol7;  anathematized  "tiro 
»on8".'il9:  quoting  St.  CyrU's  Scholia. 
522 ;  declaration  of  faith  at  Chalcedc 
Wlb  ;  anathematized  Ncstorius,  5:W, 
545  55(1 
Theod'oric,  127.  2:J2,  388 
Theodorus,  correspondent  of  St.  Ai 

ii.  110 

Theudosia.  a  Palestinian  Christiaji,  10 
Theodo«4tau.  Code.  10."^ ;  walls  at  ConsUati- 

nople,  ii.  81 
Tfaeodosius  1..  288.  3:^1.  349  :  elevation  of. 
407 ;  opening  of  his  reign,  408 :  baptised* 
415:  edicta,  41.^,  422;  letter  to  Nocth 
Italian  bishops,  453:  Ea6t«m  bUbopa  in 
year 383.. .4.*t5;  Aniphilochiaa,  459  ;  lam 
against  herctira,  459,  .124.  .125:  Not»- 
ti&as  exempted,  52'),  ii.  191  ;  befriended 
Valentinion  and  Jnstlna.  502  ;  defeated 
Maximus.  .^OS  :  at  Milan,  516:  maaaacre 
at  Thewalonica,  516-519:  his  last  yean, 
520:  laws  agaiu£t  pagans,  532,  3SS : 
death.  543 ;  U.  21 :  law  againat  herettea, 
114;  and  Jews,  191, 192:  195;  bis  fonDn, 
H34 

— ^  II..  .'>.t4 :  li.  G4, 134, 140, 191,  236; 
character.  237 :   and   Persia,   24.% ;  2.Hi 
and  tlie  council  of    Ephesns.  X(4 : 
Orientals.  35:') ;  Celestine,  357 :  St.  Crrl 
.360,  :^9;{;  Proclus,  386;  NeetoritH,  :'l87j 
godson   of    St.  Chryaoatom,   410: 
from  Doiimus,  4:t4  :  Theodorct,  4.S8, 
471 :    Ibas,  444 ;   448  ;    Eutycbea.  4667 
467;   FUrian.  494;   St.  Loo,  49.-.,  496; 
502, 503 :  death,  .504 :  recogniaed  Bacaian, 
.538;  .%42 

,  bishop  of  PhiUdelphia.  :*42 

,  bishop  of  SmaUa,  iL  141 

.  hinbop  nf  friiwlis,  1.^,  181 

,  priest,  iL  462 

Theodotus,  bishop  of  Ancrra,  U.  241,  SIJ 
314,319,  S2.^  343,  354" 

,  biabop  of  Antioch.  u  241,  24S,  437  ] 

,  biabop  of  Uierapolis.  405 

,  bishop  of  Laodlcea,  6.'^  67.  190 

.  bishup  of  Nicopolis,  :^0 

,  bishop  of  OxiTinchoe,  242 

.  an  envoy,  il.  391 

,  heretic,  ii.  266 

Theodulus.  a  Christian  in  Antioch. 

.  a  martyr  in  Phrygia,  31 1 

^  bishop  of  Trajanople,  UU 

Theogenes.  Diahop  of  Carthuge,  ii.  5 

Theognia,  biahop  of  Nice*.  79,  81«  87. 119>.3 
13Cl87.  139. 151. 154,  184 
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Theonns,  an  adherent  of  Aritis.  61.  97 

,  bishop  of  AlBxandha,  56,  1 16 

Tbeopathy,  ii.  38;^ 

Theopemptus,  a  bishop,  ii.  1*^0 

»  another  bishop,  ii.  :133 

,  bisliop  of  Cabiisa,  ii.  488 

,  Novatian  bishop,  ii.  191 

TheopliiLuea.  chniiiicler,  ii.  488.  489 

Theophanms  ( Theophones),  bishop  of 
Philadi-lphia,  ii.  241 

Th&>philtis  of  Alexandria,  .V26,  ."v'^S,  581  : 
ii.  4,  29.  39,  45,  40 ;  and  Origentinu,  49- 
63 ;  change  in  vi«Tv,  52,  53 ;  anti- 
Origenist.  34 ;  Tall  Brothers,  56,  57 ; 
letters  to  Jerome,  58,  59 ;  joamey  to 
Const^intinuple,  65 ;  proceedings  at  the 
Oak,  66-68,  71  ;  departure  75 ;  98,  98  ; 
donnff  days.  141 ;  death,  144;  lesson  of 
his  epacopate,  19<);  203,  372,  533 

— -  of  Cairtabala,  337.  3G<> 

— ,  biahop  of  the  Goths,  79 

,  a  deacon,  ii.  536 

,  the  Indian,  243,  262,  342 

.  a  priest,  ii.  88 

,  aaiither  priest,  ii.  451,  452 

Tht<yphRrm.  383 :  not  usM  by  Basil,  ii  8<>9 

Theophronius,  Bishop,  175,  179 

.  disciple  of  Eunomius,  521 ;  ii.  239 

Theotecnus,  a  pctsecntor  at  Antioch,  9 

,  bishop  of  Ctesarea,  ii.  9 

Theotiraus,  bishop  of  Tomi,  ii.  68 

Y^fcwtofaw,  68,  447 ;  ii.  2o7,  262  ;  early  use, 
268;  admitted  by  John  of  Antioch,  362: 
264,  267,  272,  277.  28.'i.  310,  854.  376, 
Sy4,  467,  528,  629,  531 

Thesaatonica,  death  of  Liciuius  at.  45 ; 
Bishop  Alexander,  79  ;  Bli^hop  Paul,  161 ; 
bishop  at  Sardtca.  181  ;  disorders  at, 
188:  414-416.  TiflZ,  516-519;  Vicariate 
for  Rome  in  Eastern  lllyricuin.  407.  454, 
ii.  96, 118.  205,  222,  313 

Thmuis.  171.  224 

Thofls,  u.  144 

Thomas,  St.,  201 ;  iL  39,  269 

Thomist  fomiuJtt  on  grace,  ii.  228 

Thrace,  rcprotented  at  Niefea,78;  prorinee 
of,  107;  Enstathius  banished  to,  140; 
represented  ut  Jerunlem,  158;  Arian 
oatrages,  176;  179, 191.  235,  875;  ii.27, 
240  :  custom  as  to  bisho])rics,  ii.  332 

Throe  Chapters,  the,  ii.  537 

Tiber.  362  ;  ii.  137 
Tiberiunu^,  468 

Tiberias,  134;  Jewish  patriarch  at,  ii.  192 

Tibur,  201,862 

Tigisiom,  14 
Tigris,  ii.  886 

Tigrins,  presbyter,  ii.  68,  88 
TiUemont,  on  Marcnv,  20 ;  on  Ueinins.  42 ; 
on  date  of  Alexandrian  srnod  against 
Anus,  60;  on  Constantines  letter,  68: 
on  visit  of  Ho6ius.70 ;  on  St  Athanasius, 
116,  823;  on  burial  of  St.  Helena,  124 ; 


on  first  conventual  community,  131 ;  on 
palinode  of  Kusebias  and  Tbeoguis,  137  ; 
on  Constoutine's  letter  recalling  Anus, 
143 ;  on  letter  of  Julias  to  Eusebian». 
177;  on  Donatists,  208.  211;  on  date 
affecting  Ethiopia,  216;  on  Pope  Felix, 
237;  on  Uosius,  255  ;  on  Kndoxins  257; 
on  St.  Hilary's  wurk  on  the  Conncils, 
266;  on  Arianixers  at  Ariminum,  275. 
276 ;  on  the  results  of  Ariminum.  284 ; 
on  Liberins,  262,  285 ;  on  Lucifer,  329 : 
on  pomp.  364  ;  on  conncil  of  year  371... 
381 :  on  Roman  synod  of  year  376... 387 ; 
on  Phcubadias  and  Servatins,  398 :  on  St. 
Martin  and  tbe  prince  in  Gaul.  399;  on 
Bnsebius  of  Sainosata,  405 ;  leaves  a 
difficult  phrase  unexpUincd,  410;  on 
Thoodoaius,  422 ;  on  Nectarin.s.  438, 527 : 
on  letter  of  council  of  Constantinople  in 
year  882.. .453;  on  St.  Mariin.  466 ;  on 
St.  Augustine,  ii.  22.  306,  307 ;  on  St. 
Chrysostom.  29,  .30,  38.  63 :  80.  84 ;  on 
successors  of  St,  Gregyrj-  and  St.  Chry- 
!!Ostom,  88;  on  death  of  Eudoxia,  95; 
on  Pelagius,  161  ;  on  the  synod  of  Dios- 
polis,  189;  on  patriarchal  juri^dictiOD. 
197:  on  Alexander  of  Antioch.  198;  on 
Isidore  of  Pelusium.  244;  277,  278;  on 
presidency  at  Ephosus,  318  ;  on  the  sub- 
sequent *•  tempest."  325 ;  326,  347  ;  bis 
austerity,  372 ;  on  the  criticisms  of  Cyril's 
inrticles,  384 ;  ou  St.  Vincent's  Commoui- 
toT7,  39*.):  on  sennons  at  Rome,  414  :  on 
llilarv's  position  as  bishop  of  Aries.  420 : 
on  Eutyches.  484:  on  Theodoret.  438; 
on  Flavian.  470. 489 :  on  Barsumas.  471 : 
on  St.  Leo's  Tome,  475 ;  on  Roman 
legates  at  Latrocininm.  479,  484,  465; 
ou  Domuus.  492 ;  on  Dioscuros,  494,  512 

Timasiu£,  general,  ii.  41 

,  master  of  soldiery,  509 

.  Pelagian,  ii.  175 

Tlmotbeus,  disciple  of  ApoUinaris,  387, 
521 

Timothy,  archdeacon  of  Alexandria,  ii. 
190 

.  bishop  of  Alexandria,  416,  424.  425, 

429,  440.  445 

.  Arian,  ii.  140 

.  St.,  ii.  67. 93,  127,  399.  539 

Tipara.  335 

Titus,  St.,  ii.  67 

Todd,  Dr..  ii.  418 

Tokat  (Comaua),  in  Pontu*,  ii.  105 

Toledo,  councils  of,  ii.  25,  116 

Tderation  of  Christianity,  chap.  i.  p.  I 

Tome  of  Alexander.  67  :  of  AlexHndna,  328  ; 
of  Constant  mople,  433 ;  of  the  Westerns, 
453;  of  St,  Proclos,  li.  .S90;  of  St.  Le*., 
ii.  46.'>,  472^75.  .'.20,  522,  525,  526,  532 

Tomi,  a  pbice,  it  63 

ToDgres,  217,  224 

Torcello.  near  Venice,  126 
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Torture  as  punishment,  it.  194 

TotUa,  388 ;  ii.  138 

Toulouse,  239  ;  ii.  125 

Tours,  398,  401 ;  ii.  19,  20 

Toxotius.  481 

Tracheotis  Selencia,  266 

TVYTotoruif  a  circular,  ii.  212,  505 

Traditors,  14,  29.  209,  212;  U.  148 

Traducianijun,  ii.  180 

Trashy,  the,  of  Irennus,  a  narrative,  ii.  387, 

388,430 
Trajan,  ii.  193 
Trajano^le,  191 
Translation  of   Bible  bj  St  Jerome,  ii. 

129 
of  clerics,  29,  107,  108,  141,  429,  ii. 

886,  533 
Trappists,  524 
Tre  Fontane,  127 
Tremitbns,  in  Cyprus,  79 
Trench,  archbishop,  299 
Trent,  442;  ii.  23 
Treves  (Trier),  favourite  city  of  Constantine, 

20 ;  27  :  first  exile  of  St.  Athanasius,  154  ; 

historv  of,  155,  165;  181,  395,  400,  402, 

462,  465,  498,  501 
TribigUd.  an  Ostrogoth,  ii.  41,  42 
Trinity,  the  Holy,  Pelagius  on,  ii.  161 
Tripolis,  139 :  ii.  HI 
Tritheism,  91 
Troos,  ii.  102 

Troica,  a  mountain  in  Egypt,  131 
Trophimns,  alleged  first  ndssionary  to  Aries, 

27 
Troubles  of  the  Church  summarized,  11 
Trygetius,  499 

Tubiirsica,  conference  at,  ii.  21 
Turin,  council  at.  ii.  124 
Turner,  Mr.  C.  H.,  77 
Two  Gruves.  street  in  Armagh,  ii.  418 
Tyana.  H59,  :I90.  3i»l 
Tvraunus,  a  pagan  priest,  531 
Tyre,  cathedral  at.  0 ;    Bishop  Zcno,  62 ; 

Bishop  Paulinus.  78,   141  ;   trial  of  St. 

Athanasius,    149-153;    156,    157.    165; 

birthplace  of  ^desius  and  Frumentins, 

215  :  case  of  Ibas  at,  ii.  443,  536 


U 


Ultilas.  Ulphilas,  UrphUas.  79.  280,  887, 

421.441.521;  ii.  10 
Unibria,  267 
Unilas,  bishop,  ii.  94 
Unworthiness  of  minister   in    sacraments, 

ii.  ll:i.  135.  151 
Uraniua  of  Hinieria,  ii.  441.  443.  488,  490 

,  bishop  of  Tyre,  258.  270,  274 

Urbanus,  bishop,  ii.  248 

,  au  ecclesiastic,  3G7  I 

Urbicus,  deacon  of  Athanasius.  '.i.'i.'i 

Unacius  of  Singiduuuui.   151.   154,   185,  | 


195,  200,  217,  219,  224,  253,  268.  274, 

341,  852,  365,  399 
Ursicinus,  Ursinns,  362,  364, 395,  444 
Ursus.  financial  minister.  8 
Usthazanes.  203 
Dsury,  disapproved  at  Aries,  29 
Utica,  24 
Uzala,  town,  ii.  227 


Vaga,  ii.  14 

Vftlacins,  a  soldier  in  Egypt,  171 

Valarsbabad,  112 

Valence,  council  in  year  374... 398 

Yalena,    Empercv,   312 ;    character.   349 ; 

pereecnted    Catholics.   355,    367,    871  ; 

baptised,  360 ;  his  son.  874 ;  on  Egyptian 

monks.  376 ;  immigration  of  Goths,  387 ; 

ii.  56, 78,  244 

of  Mursa,  151,   154,  185,  195.  200, 

217,219,224,228,229,253,266,268,274, 
276,  277,  341.  352,  365,  399,  458 

,  another  Arian,  444 

Valentinian  I.,  312 ;  his  character,  348 ;  at 
Milan  in  364...350;  his  greed,  361 ;  on 
causes  of  prelates,  364 ;  his  letter  in  year 
375.. .382;  death.  383;  consulted  on 
vacancy  at  Milan,  385;  his  son  Gn^ian, 
394  ;  St.  Martin  and,  400,  401 ;  iL  408 

II.,  127,  395,  462,  473,  475,  502,  583, 

535,536;  ii.  137 

ni.,  ii.  246,  420,  448,  500,  501 

Valentinians.  .")08 

Valentinus,  an  abbot,  ii.  227 

,  a  bishop,  ii.  118 

■,  a  count,  ii.  93 

the  Gnostic.  .^O,  68,  91.  524  ;  ii.  432, 

460,  481 

,  a  la^Tiian.  ii.  9."t 

Valerian,  bishop  of  Aquileia,  :^2,  397,  442, 

451 

,  bishop  of  Iconium,  ii.  ;H82 

,  Emperor,  3,  131, 147 

Valerius,  bishop  of  Hippo,  ii.  4,  \\\ 

,  chamberlain,  ii.  286 

,  count,  ii.  222 

Vttlesius.  20,  191,  216,  407 

Vallagas.  pries-t,  ii.  96 

Vandals,  :t88;   ii.  125,  145,  179;   siege  of 

Hippo,  ;«)4  ;  351,  403,  407 
Van  Millingen.  Professor,  128,  130 
Varanes  (Vararain),  ii.  245 
Vatican,  hill  at  Rome,  126. 208 ;  the,  ii.  i:f7 
Venerius.  bishop  of  Marseilles,  ii.  401 

,  bishop  of  Milan,  ii.  82,  98,  10" 

Veneti,  people  of  Aquileia,  I9.'» 

Venice.  126 

Fen»,  HedemptfT  gentii'm,    518,    ii.   288, 

356 
VercelliE,  22G.  JJ^S 
Verecundus,  491 » 
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Verinion,  bishop  of  Ferga,  ii.  343 

Verona.  54, 181,  225 

Veraicle  and  response,  ii.  74 

Vents,  bishop  oi  Vienne,  27 

-^^,  vice-prefect,  23 

Vestments,  Eucbaristic,  ii.  70 

Vesulas,  deacon,  ii.  313 

Vetranio,  219 

Vettios,  Pratextatus,  471 

Firffit,  Latin  version  of  Nicene  Canons  so 

caUed,  105 
Via  Com^ia,  126 :  Baora  at  Borne,  470 
Vicarius,  396 

urbui,  105 

Victor,  an  Alexandrian,  ii.  274 

,  abbot  at  Constantinople.  U.  311 

,  Count,  462 

of  (Jarbia,  208 

,  Pope,  100 

,  St.,  at  Milan,  483 ;  abbey  of,  ii.  247 

of  Vite,  ii.  403,  406,  407 

Victoricus  from  Ireland,  ii.  416 
Victorinus.  Bishop,  iL  110,  ill 

,  an  officer,  305 

.  a  professor.  498 

Victricins  of  Rouen,  539,  ii,  122, 124, 125 
Victory,  altar  of.  470,  471,  510,  536,  537 
Vienne,  27,  302,  536,  537:    ii.  124,  419, 

420 
Vigilantius.  controversr  with  St.  Jerome, 

ii.  125-129 
Vijcilius,  bishop  of  Trent,  538 

,  Pope,  ii.  537 

Vigils,  ii.  126-128 

Viuiinaciuni,  164 

Viniinal,  126 

Vincennalia.  110 

Vincent,  bishop  of  Capna,  papal  envoy  at 

Nicaw.  80.  81,  176. 192,  225, 285 

,  deacon  of  Saragoasa,  11 

of  Lt'rins,  ii.  247,  396.  398,  400 

Virgil,  492,  500 ;  ii.  16 

Virgilius  of  Aries,  27 

Virgins. «»,  :I08,  :^S5,  ii.  110, 122, 177 

Virius  Flavianas,  471 

VisiKoths.  ;W8,  503  ;  ii.  179 

Vitalis,  bishop  of  Antioch,  84 

,  Apollinarian  bishop,  886,  521 

,  bishop  of  Bologna,  11 

,  bishop  of  Carthage,  ii,  230 

.  a  Spaniard,  ii.  ,S95 

Vito.  a  priest,  papal  envoy  at  Nic«a,  28, 80. 

81,  176 
Vitncius,  bishop  of  Sonen,  5.S9 
Vocius,  bishop  of  Lyons.  27 
Volusianus,  an  inquirer,  ii.  156 
VolventiuB.  proconsul,  463 
Vulgate,  11,541 


W 


Wace,  Dr.,  74,  75,  93,  94 

Walls  of  Theodosius  II.,  ii.  236 

War,  St.  Augustine  on,  ii.  156 
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